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THE OUTLOOK FOR ATHLETIC FUNDING AT MIT

The Handwriting Is On The Wall

WHY CREW IS IMPORTANT AND MUST BE IN MIT’S FUTURE
By Jack Frailey ’44

As I come in contact with more and
more alumni/ae throughout the country,
once again I’m struck by how many feel
that crew was the most important aspect of
their MIT experience. The values I hear
mentioned most frequently are teamwork,
respect for commitments, pursuit of excel-

lence, tenacity in the face of adversity, and
moral and ethical values.

I say “once again” because in preparation
for President Vest’s speech at the FOMITC an-
nual banquet in October 2000, FOMITC
asked crew alums to write testimonials de-
scribing what rowing on the crew meant to
them. We received 82 of them, and these five

values were very prominently mentioned.
The following are excerpts from only eight

of them (emphasis added), though typical of
them all. Each in its own way describes the
experiences FOMITC wants to insure are
there for the benefit of future MIT students as
well, just as it was for these alums.

(continued on page fifteen)

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.

By Pete Peterson ’58
Like most other institutions of higher edu-

cation, MIT has faced increased economic
pressures on how it allocates its financial re-
sources. Difficult tradeoffs between academic
vs. non-academic programs have to be made
with a proportionally lower income base to
work with. The result is that many colleges
are curtailing or even dropping some or all
sports programs. Even in our public schools,
athletics and other after-school activities have
been severely cut and, in many cases, are fi-
nanced through user fees. MIT is faced with
these same tough decisions. 

While some alumni/ae feel that this is a
sign that MIT does not value athletics, the op-
posite is true. In the last 40 years, MIT has
made major investments in its athletic infra-
structure, starting with the crew boathouse as
the first step in 1964, and most recently, the
Zesiger Sports and Fitness Center, which
opened this past year. The Student Life and
Learning Initiative has identified athletics as a
major ingredient in the MIT educational expe-
rience. Did you know that MIT has more var-
sity sports programs than any other institution,
and has one of the highest ratios of student
athletic participation? 

The next step in strengthening the pro-

gram is to bring coaches’ compensation in
line with that of our traditional rivals. Here-
in lies the challenge: MIT faced major fund-
ing decisions in FY’05 with a major de-
crease in non-academic spending. It is quite
possible that FY’06 will require further non-
academic cuts. While the crew program
budget has not been reduced, we cannot af-
ford to take the risk. 

Forward-thinking universities are turning
to alumni to provide the financial support
for individual sports through aggressive en-
dowment and operating fund development.
Crew programs at Cornell, Brown, Berkeley,
Stanford, Harvard, Yale, Washington, and
Princeton already have major endowment
support efforts established or underway.

Trends clearly indicate that competition for
Institute dollars will only increase. MIT crew
will be impacted unless those of us who
rowed and benefited from the experience do
something about it now. Those of us who be-
lieve that a robust crew program is mandatory
for the future face two alternatives: (1) hope
that MIT will recognize the benefits of crew
and will be able to provide the needed fund-
ing, or (2) take responsibility ourselves for en-
suring the future of the crew program by get-
ting into the boat with FOMITC to put the

program on an endowed footing. Succinctly:
Should we take the risk and wait to see

if things get better, or should we act now
and provide the leadership to change?

FOMITC is committed to providing the en-
dowment base to ensure that crew will be in-
vulnerable to funding cycles and will be a
permanent offering at MIT. Students of the fu-
ture deserve to have the same wonderful op-
portunities to learn and grow through crew
that we did. Where do you stand? Will you
join with us?

Jack and I are starting the endowment de-
velopment effort. Here is how you can help:

• If you believe in the value of the
crew experience and want to con-
tribute to a general crew endow-
ment fund, contact me through 
ppeterson@alum.mit.edu or 
978/264-9500.
• If anyone individually or as a group
of alums (e.g., a particular class or
eight that rowed together) believes they
can establish their own crew endow-
ment at a level of $250K and fund it
within five years, please contact me.
• If you can introduce us to possible
leadership donors, we shall be forever
grateful. Again, contact me.

www.fomitc.org
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WOMEN’S ROWING

VARSITY OPEN COACH SUSAN LINDHOLM

VARSITY LT. COACH BUZZ CONGRAM

NOVICE OPEN COACH LIANE MALCOS

NOVICE LT. COACH IRENE JENKINS

MEN’S ROWING

VARSITY HVY. COACH GORDON HAMILTON

VARSITY LT. COACH IAN HUTTON

FRESHMAN HVY. COACH DAN PERKINS

FRESHMAN LT. COACH MATT BEREAN

HOW ALUMNI CAN HELP 
RECRUIT FOR THE CREWS
By Stu Schmill ’86
Associate Director of MIT Admissions
Director of MIT Educational Council
MIT Crew Coach 1987-2000

When I started coaching at MIT in 1987,
it was still common for crews to be mostly
made up of athletes who had first learned to
row in college. For most of us, this is what
we remember from our experience. Recruit-
ing for us and for coaches at most universi-
ties meant standing in the registration line
and talking to every student who went by
about rowing. The freshman swim test was
where I first met many of you.

Times have changed. While on-campus
recruiting is still important, coaches have
increasingly spent their time recruiting row-
ers before they get to campus. The best
crews in our league are now mostly, if not
completely, made up of rowers that have a
great deal of experience entering college.
This changed landscape in collegiate row-
ing is exciting, as competition has become
broader and deeper, but it makes it even
more important for us to do everything we
can to ensure our crews get more competi-
tive as well. One of the most important
ways for us to do this is to recruit top high
school rowers and athletes to MIT.

The good news is that rowing as a sport is
not incompatible with studying. Many of the
top rowers in high schools are also top stu-
dents, students who are academically capa-
ble and qualified to be admitted to MIT—
without our having to lower our academic
standards, which we would all agree we
should never do. Our task is to find these
students and let them know of the opportuni-
ties at MIT. Many of them do not apply to
MIT because they are not familiar with our
rowing program or because they have heard
negative stereotypes about MIT (many of
which are false). Some students don’t apply
because they don’t think they can get in.
They may be good candidates, and if they
are good rowers, this can help them. Those
of us on the admissions committee look out
for good athletes as a plus factor in their ad-
missions file. As an admissions officer, I talk
to a great many candidates who falsely be-
lieve that they are not qualified for admis-
sion—that should not be for them to decide,
but for the admissions committee.

All recruiting is and must be coordinated
and executed by the coaching staff. As alum-
ni, our singular task to support this effort is to
connect to the coaching staff any and all
high school students who may be good can-
didates for MIT and who might add to our
crew program. You should alert the coach
about any potential candidate you meet or
hear about, and you should tell the prospect
to contact the coach.

A good way to increase the flow of the
connections you can make is by becoming
an Educational Counselor (EC). ECs are alum-
ni volunteers who help the admissions office
by doing regional outreach and interviews
for the freshman admissions process. By be-
coming an EC, you will have many opportu-
nities to come in contact with the high
school students in your area. I happen to run
this program currently. To volunteer, give me
a call or send me a note, or you can go to
our website at <http://web.mit.edu/
admissions/www/educoun/>.

Because crew is considered MIT’s sole
“declared” NCAA Division I sport, there are
some rules regarding the substance of any
contact you may have with prospects (re-
gardless of whether you are an EC or not).
You can refer to the Friends of MIT Crew
website for more complete guidelines
(http://www.fomitc.org/images/alumguide.pdf).
The main point is that you may discuss your
personal experiences with prospects and you
can talk about the MIT athletic department in
general, but you may not discuss the current
crew program in any detail. You should let
the prospect know you cannot discuss details
due to NCAA regulations, and encourage
him or her to get in touch with the coach for
more information.

If you are interested in helping recruit ath-
letes for MIT’s crew program, please be in
touch with the Friends or the coaching staff.
They will be happy to talk to you more fully
about this. Perhaps you could support or host
a coach if they make a recruiting trip to your
area. Wherever you are, I encourage you to
be on the lookout for great candidates for our
program and connect them with the coach-
ing staff. This is one of the most immediate
and important things we can do to support
the crew and help increase our competitive
standing.

The board of directors of the Friends of MIT Crew elected the following officers, 
by unanimous vote, on July 13, 2004, for a one-year term:

President: Jack Frailey ’44 •  Treasurer: Linda Muri ’85
Secretary: Melissa Jenkins ’91

http://www.fomitc.org
http://www.fomitc.org/images/alumguide.pdf
http://web.mit.edu/admissions/www/educoun/
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WHY ATHLETICS ARE REALLY IMPORTANT
Dana Mead’s Talk At The FOMITC Dinner, October 23, 2004

Dana Mead is chairman of the MIT Corpo-
ration. He received a BS in engineering
from the U.S. Military Academy in 1957
and a PhD in political science from MIT
in 1967. He retired from the Army in
1978 after a distinguished and varied ca-
reer, and he launched a second career as
a senior executive in major American cor-
porations. This culminated with his retire-
ment as CEO of Tenneco in 1999, and led
to his third career as a very senior, distin-
guished, and prolific public servant.

Jack <Frailey> asked me to speak for
about an hour and 40 minutes. In full dis-
closure here, I must admit I grew up near
St. Louis and live near New York City, but
I’m pulling for the Red Sox tonight—more
for my personal security than anything. I’m
going to compress this talk into a few min-
utes because I, like many of you, am a
baseball fan. <A World Series game began
at 9 p.m. that evening.>

What Jack didn’t say is that back in the
old days at Army, I played football, base-
ball, and even a season of basketball. In
those days you didn’t have to specialize.
You could be a jack-of-all-trades and work
your way through it. Jack is an Olympian.
We have many alums here tonight from
highly successful crews at MIT. I’m hon-
ored to be here with all of you, and just as
importantly, with the students and our cur-
rent rowers. I’ll say more about MIT athlet-
ics in a moment, but I’m certainly pulling
for you, and you have my best wishes and
I’m sure the best wishes of all at MIT for
success tomorrow <in the Head of the
Charles Regatta>. 

Back in the 1912 Olympics, a young
Army officer in the Military Pentathlon
(saber, riding, shooting, running, and
swimming) lost his chance for a gold
medal because on the last shooting event,
he drew a Maggie’s Drawers. The shooters
here will know that a Maggie’s Drawers (a
large red flag from the target pits) is a
zero… it means you missed the target
completely. This very competitive officer
protested that he had put a round—a bul-
let—through the same hole twice. In those
days we didn’t have electronic scoring.
We now know, with electronic scoring,
that that happens a lot with good shooters.
And so, until the day he died, General
George Patton insisted that he should have
won the gold medal in the Military Pen-
tathlon in 1912. Of course, he made Hol-
lywood rich later with this story, but I use
it here simply to underscore what Candace
has already implied—that athletics and
leadership go hand-in-hand. What you’ll

take away from your athletic endeavors at
MIT is going to stand you in very good
stead as leaders in the future. I think in the
long haul, what MIT is really about is pro-
ducing leadership and leaders that have
scientific and technical capabilities and
knowledge for a society that is increasingly
going to rely on that kind of expertise.
And that’s why athletics are absolutely im-
portant to MIT and the MIT experience—to
produce that leadership. 

One more historical anecdote. In 1922,
my alma mater, West Point, was literally in
shambles. During World War I, the classes
of ’17 and ’18 had been graduated with
one year and six months of West Point re-
spectively, so that they could be hustled
off to serve in the Army in France. At the
end of the War, they were offered readmis-
sion to West Point to get a four-year edu-
cation. When they came back, as you
might expect, they bristled under what
they thought was phony discipline and
petty procedures. These were men who
had been in combat, and they couldn’t see
how shining shoes and shining brass, and
bracing at dinner in any way, contributed
to success in combat. So the place was ba-
sically an asylum with the inmates running
it. The Army decided to send its most dec-
orated officer in World War I, Douglas
MacArthur, who at that time was only 17
years out of West Point, to restore order at
West Point. He did many things, but the
most dramatic, which has lasted to this
day, was to restore athletics to West Point
and to include intramural athletics. He
created an outlet for all the pent-up energy
and hostility in those officers who had re-
turned as cadets, and he created a new es-
prit. They began to start thinking about
winning athletic contests. And from that,
his most famous dictum resulted. Some of
you can probably recite it, but what he
said was, “on the fields of friendly strife
are sown the seeds that on other days and
other fields will bear the fruits of victory.”
That’s emblazoned in bronze over the
West Point gym, again emphasizing that
leadership and athletics go hand-in-hand. 

Further, George Marshall in World War
II is quoted as saying, “I have an important
and dangerous mission: send me a West
Point football player.” I don’t know if he
said that or not, but they’ve got that in
bronze at West Point, too. I’m not saying,
and I don’t want to imply, that a future
president will someday, when facing an
intractable problem of science, ask for a
MIT football player or oarsman. But I do
know that a future president, when facing
the challenges of science and technology
and the ethics that surround them, will

benefit from the leadership of the gradu-
ates of MIT who’ve been athletes. 

I’m pleased with this institution’s dedi-
cation to athletics: 800 athletes in 41 var-
sity sports—that’s over 20% of the under-
graduate students. Seventy-five percent of
the undergrads are in intramurals, and
over 50% of the undergraduate admissions
this year were varsity athletes in high
school. That’s a dramatic change from the
old days. But MIT, with the increased em-
phasis on athletics, has also done some-
thing that we must continue, and that is
keeping a unique and important balance
between academics and the challenges
that our athletes and coaches face on the
field. 

I’m going to make a few general com-
ments about athletics, and then we’re going
to shut down and hit the TV sets for the
World Series. So—general observations…

Face time: I’ve always believed that
students—in this case student athletes—
learn more from dealing with coaches than
from almost any other interpersonal rela-
tionships during their school years. The
coaches may dispute this, but in fact
coaches are somewhat idiosyncratic. They
have their own methods of coaching. They
have their own ways of playing with your
mind. They have their own ways of moti-
vating you. Anybody who’s been a varsity
athlete or a coach—and by the way, I’ve
also coached football at the Division I
level—knows that. But as a learning expe-
rience it’s invaluable. Nancy and I have
two sons in our family, two college ath-
letes, and I think they’ve learned more for
their lives going forward by dealing and
living with coaches. Coaches in the final
analysis basically have more face time, as
they say, with student athletes than any-
body in the university. You may see a pro-
fessor once a week for two or three hours,
but you’re seeing your coach nearly every
day. The quality of that relationship is
somewhat different also. I think it’s a posi-
tive, very positive learning experience,
and at the same time, it puts a particular
burden on coaches to be role models and
to learn how to handle each student ath-
lete as an individual.

Problem solving: MIT is a problem-
solving culture. Athletic competition to me
has always been the most dynamic form of
problem solving, because it’s real-time
and under pressure. It has instant feed-
back. You have to do it as you’re compet-
ing. You have to do it with a huge number
of factors impinging upon you, whether it
be weather and other exogenous factors,

(continued on page eleven)
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REUNION ROWS PAST AND PRESENT
2004 REUNION ROW RESULTS 
The Class of ’69 was victorious!
The Race:

On Sunday, June 6, ten eights represent-
ing the classes of 1999, 1994, 1989, 1984,
1979, 1969, 1964, 1959, and 1954 re-
turned to the Charles River in an effort to
claim the Reunion Row Bowl. The turnout
for competitors and spectators was strong
despite a chilly start to the day. 
The Challenge:

The row consisted of two qualifying
heats and a final heat using eight-man
shells. All heats began at the near side of
the Harvard Bridge and ended at the far side
of the boathouse pier. Each boat competed
with a handicap of 1.5 seconds for every
five years out. In the end, it was the class of
1969 that finished first.

For detailed results and videos, see
<http://alum.mit.edu/ne/reunions/reunion-
row.html>.

2005 REUNION ROW
Sunday, June 5
The Race:

On Sunday, June 5, 2005, alumni will
compete by reunion class to claim first,
second, and third-place medals. In the pre-
vious reunion row in 2000, the class of
1965 won in a time of 1:08.6. For details,
see http://www.fomitc.org/STB/CREW_
MIT_Sept_00.pdf, page 3. The competition
begins at 8:00 a.m.
The Challenge:

The row consists of two heats, a quali-
fying heat and a final heat, using eight-man
shells. Both heats begin at the near side of
the Harvard Bridge and end at the far side
of the boathouse pier. All boats compete
with a handicap of 1.5 seconds for every
five years out.

We expect at least one boat each for
’50 thru ’00. Some classes will try to field
separate lightweight and heavyweight

boats. Others
may have sepa-
rate men’s and
women’s boats.
There will be
one or more
“pickup” eights
for five-year
classes without
multiples of
nine folks pre-
sent. There will
also be “pick-
up” eights for
non-reunion
alums who
want to row. 

We encour-
age all alums to
attend, regard-
less of their
graduation year
and regardless
of whether they
are capable of

going out in an eight. For example, we ex-
pect a good turnout from the 1940s alums.
Get Psyched!

If you are interested, you should con-
tact your class’s reunion row manager.
The accompanying table lists for each
class the reunion row manager(s), along
with their alum.mit.edu e-mail address ID.
We urge you to give them a heads up so
they can start planning boat-seating as-
signments. We are still seeking reunion
row managers for a number of classes.
Please contact Ron Young (rey@
alum.mit.edu) if you would like to know
more about what this task involves.If there
is interest, the reunion row managers could
incorporate a practice row and/or crew
luncheon.

We expect to have practice row oppor-
tunities on Saturday morning, June 4,
2005, on a first-come-first-served basis.
Boats and times are in short supply, so the
advantage is to the best organized. 

Pictured are the winning crew, class of 1969: kneeling, cox: Willie Vi-
cens; standing, left to right, stroke to bow: Bruce Anderson, Bruce Park-
er, Frank Guillot, Jim Black, David Lee, Rodger Doxsey, Jeff Grotte, and
Mike Neschleba.

TREASURER’S REPORT
By Linda Muri ’85
Treasurer, FOMITC

FY’04 was a tough year with an econom-
ic recovery occurring on what seemed a ge-
ologic time scale. However, as you once
did on the water for Tech, you came
through with some significant power tens,
and $231,746 in expendable funds were
raised. More money went into endowment
funds as well, which are drawn on each
year for investment income. These generous
donations, combined with an actual
$164,277 of endowment funding, con-
tributed strongly (47%) to the overall budget
for MIT crew for the 2004 fiscal year
(FY’04). Well rowed! We were also able to

finish FY’04 with about $.75M in the bank. 
While our Friends funds go to defray the

costs of coaches’ salaries, equipment, trav-
el, and uniform costs, among others, alone
they are not enough. DAPER, the MIT De-
partment of Athletics, Physical Education,
and Recreation, picks up another 47 percent
of the budget, nearly closing the gap on ex-
penditures. Where, then, do the remaining
funds come from? Equipment sales are recy-
cled directly into the annual budget. This
year, DAPER recovered $14,500 in boat and
equipment sales. Summer rowing fees
brought in an additional $6,465. However,
the largest component of the extra funding
needed to make ends meet comes from the

students themselves. There remains, unfortu-
nately, a personal financial burden of an an-
nual $350 contribution from each rower
and coxswain to be a member of the team. 

Our immediate goals for 2005 should in-
clude at least these three key issues:

• reducing, if not eliminating, this stu-
dent-athlete fee in keeping with our peer
group of competitors; 

• providing competitive coaching
salaries; and

• supplying the necessary equipment
that fast crews need for training and racing.

Thank you for your continued support! I
look forward to seeing you on the water, at
Pierce boathouse, and at the races.

http://www.fomitc.org/STB/CREW_MIT_Sept_00.pdf
http://alum.mit.edu/ne/reunions/reunionrow.html
http://alum.mit.edu/ne/reunions/reunion-row.html


FALL 2004 5

MIT CREW WITH HENLEY CUP—50 YEARS LATER
By Fred Nelson ’55

It all started on May 15, 1954, when the
MIT lightweight crew, coached by Jack Frai-
ley, won the Eastern Association of Rowing
Colleges (EARC) Regatta at
Princeton. The winner of this
regatta traditionally entered the
Henley Royal Regatta held on
the Thames River in England, so
MIT made application. The
money was raised, in part
through donations by the MIT
community, and the crew com-
peted for the Thames Challenge
Cup. The faith in the 1954 light-
weights was rewarded when the
crew brought the trophy to MIT
for the first time. The 1954
lightweight crew consisted of
Valdemar Skov (stroke), Robert
Buntschuh, William McTigue,
Robert Sawyer. Don Burrer,
Larry Holmes, Len Gallagher,
Robert Wilkes (bow), and
Jerome Waye (coxswain). Alter-
nates were Fred Nelson and
Doug Lathrop. 

A year later, the MIT crew
tried again to win the EARC
Regatta with a slightly different
lineup of personnel because
some had graduated the year before. Victory
was not in the cards because MIT light-
weights lost the Regatta by a
deck length to Pennsylvania.
However, coach Frailey was so
convinced that this crew could
bring the Thames Challenge
Cup back to MIT that he was
able to obtain the support of the
MIT community, and the light-
weights went to the Henley
Royal Regatta once again. The
faith placed in this crew was
again rewarded. MIT beat Dart-
mouth in a very hard race in
the quarterfinals. The Royal Air
Force beat the EARC victors,
Pennsylvania, in the semifinals.
MIT then went on to beat the
Royal Air Force in the final
race. The 1955 lightweight
crew consisted of Valdemar
Skov (stroke), Robert
Buntschuh, Robert Sawyer. Phil
Kimball, Terry Carney, Fred Nel-
son, Thomas Blood, Robert
Wilkes (bow), and David
Lukens (coxswain). The alter-
nate was William Brady.

Eight members of the 1954/1955 win-
ning crews had a reunion from July 1-4,
2004, at the Royal Henley Regatta to cele-
brate MIT’s first win of the Thames Chal-
lenge Cup. Attending were Robert
Buntschuh, Robert Sawyer, Don Burrer,
Robert Wilkes, Fred Nelson, Terry Carney,

Jerome Waye, David Lukens, and the
coach, Jack Frailey. This was the third re-
union of the 1954/1955 crews and their
coach at Henley. Part of the celebration was

to row the last quarter mile of the race-
course during lunch break the day before

the final race day. Because the crew was
short two oarsmen, Chuck Buntschuh and
Jaimie Frailey filled the stroke and two posi-
tions respectively. Valdemar Skov, the stroke
in both 1954 and 1955 could not make the
reunion because of illness in the family.
Chuck Buntschuh, Robert Buntschuh’s
brother, rowed with the MIT heavyweight

crew from 1949 to 1953 and then tried to
go to the Olympics with Larry Holmes, only
to finish third. Jaimie Frailey, the coach’s
granddaughter, had just graduated a few

weeks before from Denison
University where she had
stroked and been captain in
her senior year. Three mem-
bers of the 1954/1955 crews,
William McTigue, Larry
Holmes, and Phil Kimball, are
deceased. Although this might
be the last reunion in England,
additional reunion-rows are
being planned for Cambridge. 

MIT crews rowed in the
Henley Royal Regatta two years
in a row and brought back the
Thames Challenge Cup to MIT
both years. This was an accom-
plishment that no MIT crew
was able to achieve before or
since. Looking back over the
past 50 years, it is time to re-
flect on what made these two
crews so good. There is, unfor-
tunately, no magic formula for
a winning crew, and there are
as many opinions for what
makes a winning crew as there
are oarsmen. 

However, the 1954 and 1955 winning
crews have their ideas on why they were the

most winning lightweight crew
in MIT history. The first and
most important attribute of these
crews was determination. Every
man wanted to win and the
coach nurtured determination
by saying you can do it a hun-
dred different ways. Having the
confidence and backing of the
MIT Community also built deter-
mination. The next most impor-
tant attribute was comradeship.
All of the oarsmen worked to-
gether as a unit and made row-
ing fun even though it was ex-
tremely hard work. The third
most important attribute of a
winning crew is technical skill.
Yes, timing, controlled power,
technique, etc. are critical if a
crew is to win, but all three at-
tributes are necessary for a con-
sistently winning crew and tech-
nical skill is considered to be
only the third most important at-
tribute. Many will argue that

physical strength must be one of the most im-
portant attributes of a winning crew, but
there were many stronger oarsmen who did
not go to Henley because they did not mea-
sure up as well in some combination of the
first three attributes.

Fred Nelson ’55 can be reached via 
e-mail at fenelson@alum.mit.edu. 

1954. Standing, l. to r.: Leonard Gallagher, Douglass Lathrop, Robert Wilkes,
Frederick Nelson, William McTigue, Jack Frailey (Coach), Robert Buntschuh,
Ivan Geiger (Director of Athletics), James Killian (President of MIT), Professor &
Mrs. Leicester Hamilton. Kneeling, l. to r.: Lawrence Holmes, Robert Sawyer,
Jerry Waye, Don Burrer, and Valdemar Skov.

2004. L. to r.: Robert Buntschuh, Terrance Carney, Don Burrer, Charles
Buntschuh, Frederick Nelson, Jerry Waye, Robert Sawyer, Jack Frailey,
David Lukens, and Robert Wilkes.
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By Susan Lindholm
Open Women’s Crew Coach

We asked our young women’s team to
take on a huge task this spring. I don’t know
if you remember the spring of 2003, but the
weather only allowed our novices to race one
complete 2000m race before we arrived at
Sprints! Four of these women, Melissa Greg-
son, Lauren Jones, Erin Mathewson and
Kelsey VanderMuelen, were now racing in
the varsity led by our coxswain, Jessica Chi-
afair, who rowed in high school but had
never coxed until this year. Ruth Catallo, who
stroked the eight, joined us on exchange from
Cambridge also having just learned to row
last year. Juniors Teresa Shyr and Kathy Huf-
ford joined Kavitha Ramaswamy, our lone se-
nior. We asked this very inexperienced crew
to race a tougher racing schedule by remov-
ing all Div-III competitions and adding two
more Div-I schools to the schedule. 

Our varsity eight last year finished 36 sec-
onds out of the field at Sprints, a gap we were
determined to close. In addition to the varsity
eight this season, we also raced a varsity four,
novice eight, and a novice four, adding 10
more athletes to the open weight roster than
in 2003. We had a great trip to Cocoa Beach
during spring break. The later trip allowed the
full squad to be able to travel. We returned

home and packed up the trailer four days
later to head down to Washington, D.C. The
varsity had closed the gap, eight seconds to
Georgetown and 15 to George Washington.
The novice looked promising as well: six sec-
onds behind GW, seven seconds to Navy,
and nine seconds to Georgetown. 

We came home to a new race against BC,
UNH, and URI. The varsity closed the gap to
UNH by 23 seconds! The novices beat UNH
and lost to URI by one second. Our next race
was home against Dartmouth. Once again
the varsity worked so hard, closing the gap to
Dartmouth by 53 seconds, staying with Dart-
mouth until the boathouse. These women are
tough. We gave them a huge challenge and
they kept racing no matter what. They have
inside what it takes, we just need to come
into the racing season with a better base. The
novices were behind by 1.5 lengths. Closer,
but not as close as we would like. 

Our last race at home was the most diffi-
cult against last year’s NCAA champions and
sixth-place finishing BU. Once again the var-
sity rose to the challenge edging closer to BU
by 16 seconds and the novices 16 seconds
back to Harvard. It is very difficult to see
what these women accomplished by looking
at the results. The started the year with a huge
gap to close and that they did. We knew that

how our youngest crew would do was just as
important as the first novice and varsity. We
are pleased to report that the novice four fin-
ished 5th at Sprints, after rowing in their new
boat for only three days before arriving at
Sprints! The varsity four was nine seconds
back. The novice eight just could not make
up the boat length to pass GW but were 14
seconds closer to first place. The varsity
worked so hard to be side-by-side or ahead
this year that it was very hard to swallow not
reaching our goal, but to get 21 seconds clos-
er to first is a big step. 

After learning how hard they could race,
our women left for the summer determined to
come back stronger and faster than they left,
the key to our completing our mission of get-
ting an at-large bid to the Div-I NCAA’s. I am
pleased to report that our captain, Teresa
Shyr, accompanied by Kathy Hufford and
Akua Nti, have lead the charge at the
boathouse this summer. They have added
more plates to the bar and have achieved per-
sonal bests on the erg all summer. Great work
is happening all over the globe, with Sam
erging in Prague and Candace hitting the
weights in Bermuda. The 2004/2005 seasons
looks very promising, graduating only two se-
nior oarswomen and being able to race a full
squad of open women. 

OPEN WOMEN’S CREW WRAP-UP
The OWC Team Makes Great Progress In Spring 2004

THE ROWING MENTOR PROGRAM GEARS UP AGAIN
By Karl Richter ’99

The coaches and Friends of MIT Crew
are launching the rowing mentor program
for the third year. The program pairs up
rowing alumni with freshmen/novice rowers
and encourages a series of telephone com-
munications through the first year of rowing.
The goal is that this interaction between
alums and student rowers will build com-
munity and help the students feel connected
with the history of MIT crew and the life-
long benefits of rowing, with the hope it
will be one factor in increasing the number
of four-year rowers on the MIT crews. 

We have received strong support in this
effort from Candace Royer, Head of the

MIT’s Department of Athletics, Physical Ed-
ucation, and Recreation. Candace de-
scribes our crew mentor efforts as a model
for other sports at MIT.

The coaches of each squad attempt to
match up students and mentors by com-
mon characteristics, such as hometown or
living group or other interests when possi-
ble. The students benefit from access to
alums for career and academic advice.
Alumni enjoy the opportunity to stay con-
nected with MIT and the sport. 

We have found that some students re-
spond more enthusiastically than others to
the mentor program, and that for a handful
of them this is a very important interaction.

The content of the conversation seems to
be less important to the students than the
message they get that alumni who went be-
fore them care about what they are doing
and want to help them through MIT. 

Over 30 alums have volunteered to help
with mentors in the first two years. We are
looking to expand our roster with a few more
mentors this year. All that is required from the
alums is some enthusiasm and a commitment
to make at least four phone calls per year. 

If you’re interested in helping as a men-
tor, please contact Gordon Hamilton
(gham@mit.edu), who is the primary coach
organizing this effort. If you have questions,
contact me at krichter@alum.mit.edu.

ACTIONS ALUMNI MAY TAKE TO ASSIST COACHES IN THEIR RECRUITING EFFORTS:
1. Sign up as an Educational Counselor (EC) to help the admissions office by interviewing applicants to MIT. Contact Stu 
Schmill to become an EC. 2. Tell the MIT coaches about any student you meet who is or may be applying to MIT who may
also be a candidate for the crews. 3. Introduce the MIT coaches to rowing coaches of your local youth and high school row-
ing programs. If you know a youth or high school coach, call the MIT coaches and let them know about your connection.
4. Offer to host the coaches if they are in your area on a recruiting visit. 
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LIGHTWEIGHT WOMEN’S CREW WRAP-UP
Women Focus On Technique, Increase Squad Size

By Buzz Congram
Lightweight Women’s Crew Coach

As I reviewed the 2004 season of the
varsity and novice lightweight crews this
past spring, I measured our success by two
major criteria: Had we improved our tech-
nical rowing, and had we increased our
squad size for next year?

The answer to both of those questions is
a resounding YES. 

As a team we made the choice to invest
more time in learning how to row well
rather than training hard and rowing poor-
ly. By the end of the year, we had a uni-
form style of rowing that was quite efficient
and effective, but the trade-off was a cost
in speed for this year. This fall, however,
we will be in a position to start training
very hard with good form from the very be-
ginning of the season, which will ultimate-
ly produce much more team speed than
we were able to generate this year.

The other building block, increased
numbers, will provide a more competitive
practice environment that will inspire peo-
ple to push harder in practice on a daily
basis next year. We should be starting off
the fall with just over two eights of varsity
women, all sophomores and juniors. We
will have only one senior on next year’s

team. In addition, we will have four experi-
enced freshmen from our first recruited class
(as opposed to one last year). This will bol-
ster our numbers and accelerate the
progress of the walk-on novices that we will
recruit this fall. 

Despite the fact that we had no wins to
show for our efforts this year, the women
took satisfaction on a weekly basis through-
out the spring racing season, as each race
performance felt stronger and more effec-
tive than the previous performance. Next
season, it is more reasonable for the women
to expect to be measuring their satisfaction
from their direct race results with their op-
ponents. It should be an exciting year.

I wanted to thank Marika Page and
Conan Hom ’96, varsity assistant and “vol-
unteer” coach, respectively, for their hard
work, dedication, and camaraderie during
the season’s quest for improved perfor-
mance. Their contributions toward build-
ing our team were invaluable. Conan will
be returning next year, and Marika has
opted to spend more time on her personal
training in her quest for a berth on the U.S.
national team as a lightweight sculler.

I am pleased to note that Irene Jenkins,
a four-year rower at Colgate University
with coaching experience at St. Paul’s

School and the Taft School, will be bring-
ing her skills and unbounded enthusiasm to
the task of novice lightweight coach start-
ing this fall.

We will miss our two senior “ergmeis-
ters”—Annemarie Grandke and Elina
Groberman—two mainstays in the engine
room of the varsity eight all spring. Elina
was voted “Most Valuable Varsity Oars-
woman” by her teammates. Walk-on fresh-
man Kimberly Harrison was voted “Most
Valuable Novice Oarswoman.” She and
stroke Laura Harris, our only experienced
freshman this season, were the stern pair of
the varsity eight for most of the season.
There was a steep learning curve for varsity
coxswain Jeanna Liu, who had the poise
and confidence to jump into the fray as a
freshman novice walk-on. No easy task,
but extremely well done.

I also want to thank this year’s senior
captain, Jeanette Fershtman, for her tireless
efforts on behalf of the team and an end-
less source of information for a “rookie”
coach at MIT. Our newly elected ’04-’05
captain is a junior, Veena Ramaswamy,
who I am confident will keep a steady
hand on the helm as we venture into our
second year as a fully staffed and support-
ed lightweight women’s crew. 

SPRING ’04 REGIONAL RECEPTIONS AND WINTER SCHEDULE
By Pete Peterson ’58

Last spring, Jack Frailey and I made a
six-city sweep to spread the word about
FOMITC. We met with rowing
alumni/ae in a variety of venues—
receptions, group luncheons, and
one-on-one meetings. The support
was gratifying.

In Seattle, Lola Ball ’91 orga-
nized a reception for 14 oarspeople
with Bob Moch, coach at MIT in
1941, as a special guest. The group
gave us some very good ideas and,
as a result, Paul Marquardt ’97 or-
ganized a Seattle row in July at the
Mount Baker RC in which 11 locals
participated. Check out the photo!

While I was in Seattle, I visited
with Jim McMillen, who was my
coach. He is in good shape and
would like to hear from any of you.
His address is: 285 Madison Ave.
S, Apt 404 Bainbridge Island, WA
98100; 206/780-7835.

In San Jose, Bill Hartrick ’54 delivered
30 oarspeople to discuss the future of MIT
crew. Almost to a person, they felt that

crew was one of the most important things
that they experienced at MIT, and that the
impressions and lessons have had a lasting

impact on their lives. 
In Los Angeles, Keith Stolzenbach ’66

hosted a nice lunch for nine at UCLA,
where he in on the faculty. This group

raised questions on the current competi-
tive status of the crews. We responded
that competitive compensations and full-

time employment for the coaches
were the key catalysts to compet-
itive team performance, and that
FOMITC was on the line to deliv-
er the funding to make the essen-
tial changes.

In Denver, Peter Luce ’54 or-
ganized a lunch with 10 oarspeo-
ple, including members of the ’46-
’47 crews. They want to be part of
ensuring that students have the
same opportunities to get the crew
experience that they had.

Our plans for the fall and win-
ter are to be in New York in No-
vember, Florida in January, and
Philadelphia and Washington, DC,
in February. We are seeking crew
folk interested in hosting a small
luncheon or reception in these

places. You’ll really enjoy making contact
with “old oars.” Let me know if you can
help by e-mailing me at ppeterson@
alum.mit.edu.

This Seattle four, with Haiwei Guo (b), Doug Bors, Garret 
Nenninger, Dave Trop (s), looks pretty good!
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WE THANK THESE SUPPORTING MEM
The list below acknowledges contributions to MIT Crew made between

Computer Engineering & 
Research Inc.

Rita G. Devine
Betsy V. Jacobson
Sonia and Albert Kutzin
Madeline Mistretta
Jerry and Georgia Red
CLASS OF 1932

Wendell E. Bearce
CLASS OF 1933

Richard H. Valentine
CLASS OF 1934

Walter W. Bird
Robert K. Roulston
CLASS OF 1935

Arthur L. Haskins
Stanley M. Lane
CLASS OF 1936

Frank L. Phillips
CLASS OF 1938

Sumner H. Kalin
CLASS OF 1939

John C. Vyverberg Jr.
H. Merritt Woodward
CLASS OF 1940

James L. Baird
Boyden H. Hale
Norman R. Klivans
CLASS OF 1941

J. Raymond Berry Jr.
Robert Wallace Blake
William M. Folberth Jr.
Joseph G. Gavin Jr.
Chester N. Hasert
Sterling H. Ivison Jr.
Robert E. Smith
CLASS OF 1942

Howard W. Boise Jr.
David B. Mitchell
CLASS OF 1943

Robert W. Caldwell Jr.
Howard S. Gleason
William A. Selke
Hans G. Walz
CLASS OF 1944

Thomas W. Carmody
Austin P. Dodge
Langdon S. Flowers
Jack H. Frailey
James F. Hield
John L. Hull
Alexander Parker
Douglas D. Russell
Conrad Skladal Jr.
Andrew M. Vallone
CLASS OF 1945

Stephen E. Eppner
George E. McKewen Jr.
Waite H. Stephenson Jr.
CLASS OF 1946

Stuart Edgerly
Theodore P. Heuchling
Francis N. Kurriss
James S. Murphy
Martin L. Ray
CLASS OF 1947

Thomas L. Bell Jr.
Percy L. Nelson
James F. Robertson
CLASS OF 1948

John H. Banks
Howard N. Feist Jr.
Thomas W. Folger

Edwin E. Hebb
Donald Jenkins Jr.
Mark L. Sherman
George E. Stewart
CLASS OF 1949

Harald C. Bjerke
David S. Boyd
James W. Christopher
George F. Clements Jr.
Donald E. Cleveland
Prof Alan W. Collins
A. Neale Gordon
Ronald L. Greene
Robert W. Grott
William C. Howlett
Robert J. Lannamann
Chester M. Patterson Jr.
Louis G. Peloubet
William P. Reynolds Sr.
John R. Saxe
CLASS OF 1950

John M. Cord
Jack Fajans
Herbert A. Frankel
Robert V. Garvin
Donald E. McGuire
Richard A. Poirier
Robert N. Randall
Robert C. Weber
CLASS OF 1951

George M. Colvill
Allen B. Fonda
Robert A. Keefe
Breene M. Kerr
Alex L. Primas
Roy M. Sachs
Roger L. Schonewald
James M. Shepherd
Murray D. Sirkis
Herbert B. Voelcker
CLASS OF 1952

Irwin J. Grossman
Jack H. Guthrie
Ricardo E. Haegler
Clifford H. Heselton
H. Edward Jans
Robert A. Manning
Sam Mitchell
James G. Papadopoulos
William M. Rogers
Clifford M. Sayre Jr.
David W. Weiss
CLASS OF 1953

Burt W. Blum
Charles D. Buntschuh
Jesse D. Erickson
Richard S. Lindstrom
Robert H. Mackintosh
G. Alvin Pierce
Stanley J. Sadowski
Richard P. Simmons
Michael D. Stanfield
Howard S. Stern
CLASS OF 1954

John P. Bradshaw Jr.
William H. Combs
George G. Conway
William L. Hartrick
Stanley S. Kolodkin
Peter Paul Luce
Donald W. McGrath
Ronald L. McKay
Charles D. Palmer

Jerome D. Waye
CLASS OF 1955

Robert F. Buntschuh
Gordon J. Burrer
Elisha R. Huggins
Lester A. Lee
Frank H. Scammell
Valdemar A. Skov
Irwin I. Sterman
Robert D. Wilkes
CLASS OF 1956

Edward W. Boggs
Terrance M. Carney
James F. Fleming
Lloyd N. Hoover
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
Paul H. Carr
Edward C. Crowley
Leonard F. Glaeser Jr.
Stephen L. Johnson
Michael H. Myers
Herbert F. Schwartz
Thomas L. Springall
CLASS OF 1958

Mike Brose
Franklin C. Farrow Jr.
W. Nichols Latham
Cornelius Peterson
Allen R. Philippe
Rodney O. Rogers
Harry L. Ross
CLASS OF 1959

Michael E. Ash
Paul J. Buce
Leonard E. Carr Jr.
George T. Haymaker Jr.
Edwin B. Hooper Jr.
James T. Jeffries
Alfredo G. F. Kniazzeh
James P. Moran
Stephen B. Parkoff
Sherry C. Proctor
Richard L. Sampson
Gerald L. Schroeder
Robert A. Schumacker
Heikki E. Siltanen
Stephen Spooner
CLASS OF 1960

Griffin Y. Anderson
Angus P. Andrews
Michel M. Goutmann
Robert Kessler
Frederick A. Kinch
Charles A. Negin
A. William Peck
CLASS OF 1961

William F. Anderson
Allen E. Armstrong
Merlin Dorfman
Donald G. Morrison
Barry M. Speyer
CLASS OF 1962

Tom J. Alexander
Scott W. Allison
Robert T. Brady
Vito A. Caravito

Dennis E. Cook
George S. Dotson
James R. Dressler
Bror O. Hultgren III
Chester H. Riley
Roger M. Rowe
Stephen G. Schmelling
Richard N. Sutton
William M. Taylor
George L. Zimmerman
Crane E. Zumwalt
Gerrit W. Zwart
CLASS OF 1963

Kenneth L. Andersen
Harvey E. Bines
Elliott Bird
Anthony T. Fiory
J. William Gadzuk
Dennis J. Hegyi
Robert S. Kurtz
James H. Latimer II
Charles J. McMahon Jr.
Richard W. Metzinger
Murray Morton
Paul Richman
Thomas M. Taylor
Robert E. Vernon
Ronald Eng Young
CLASS OF 1964

Mark B. Barron
Leslie M. Boring Jr.
Michael S. Drooker
David S. Evans
Paul D. Lubin
Roger B. Parks
Martin Poe
William A. Ribich
Robert L. Sandel
Dennis H. Smith
Peter W. Staecker
J. William Weber
Kerry L. Weinhold
Robert W. Wild
CLASS OF 1965

John F. Beckmann 
Dennis P. Bekeny
Arthur A. Blanchard
Edward P. Hoffer
Michael D. Huke
James L. Larsen
Henry A. Lichstein
Jesse Lipcon
Robert T. Menzies
John J. Nagy
John P. Proctor Jr.
Stephen A. Schutz
Anthony W. Slusarz Jr.
Robert B. Tanner
David L. Waltz
Christopher B. Whorton
Stanley A. Wulf
CLASS OF 1966

Joseph F. Balcewicz
Berton D. Barrington
George R. Berbeco
Robert F. Curd III
David D. Milligan
Raymond L. Pfau
Thomas A. Rice
Brian D. Schumacher
Keith D. Stolzenbach
William R. Tippett
Malcolm E. Wheeler

Everest A. Whited III
CLASS OF 1967

Guillermo W. Arnaud
Richard R. Coulter Jr.
Steven H. Drucker
Kenneth G. Follansbee Sr.
Nathan A. Gammon
Edward M. Geltman
Alan R. Hausrath
Isom H. Herron IV
Jesse Z. Mase
Kenneth Ogan
L. Donald Partridge
Larry R. Taggart
William L. Turek Jr.
CLASS OF 1968

Alan M. Cohen
Christopher J. Davis
David R. Dutton
Harvey W. Emery Jr.
Roger P. Gaumond
Sherman D. Hanna
Robert T. Haslam III
Paul M. Hyman
Garrett J. Jackson
Michael J. Marcus
Joel P. Robinson
Larry E. Rosenberger
William H. Ryder
John M. Vitek
John A. Yasaitis
CLASS OF 1969

Bruce N. Anderson
Henry G. Baker
James H. Black Jr.
Rodger E. Doxsey
Jeffrey H. Grotte
Kenneth R. Horner
W. David Lee
Stephen E. Nadeau
Michael A. Neschleba
Bruce H. Parker
Christopher R. Ryan
James W. Rymarczyk
CLASS OF 1970

George C. Allen Jr.
George E. Biehl
Thomas W. Caldwell
John C. Head III
Tim Heatwole
Bryan Lewis III
William D. Northup
Hans P. Rasmussen
Michael I. Titelbaum
Guillermo J. Vicens
CLASS OF 1971

Joseph K. Boddiford Jr.
Robert L. Justice
Michael F. Linehan
Jim Mannoia
Robert D. Marshall Jr.
Christopher Morgan
Thaddeus S. Nowak Jr.
Donald M. Saer
Lee J. Scheffler
Louis Y. Tsien
Robert W. Wilson
Renee Maria Woodard
CLASS OF 1972

Bradley C. Billetdeaux
David S. Burns
Stephen A. Chessin
Riccardo J. Di Capua

David M. Evans
Wilford D. Gardner
Alan M. Levine
Brad Lewis
A. Warren Lippitt
Robert W. Reiter Jr. 
Michael J. Rowny
Douglas A. Zingale
CLASS OF 1973

Daniel T. Clark
Larry W. Esposito
Arleen Feng
Karen Giroux
Edward J. Hayes Jr.
Peter G. Kambour
Jere B. Leffler
Michael S. Perlmutter
Mike Scott
CLASS OF 1974

Larry E. Brazil
Andrew S. Elliott
Janice I. Gepner
Daniel C. Greene
Mark N. Hochman
Stephen Allen Jordan
Derrick B. McKie
Gary H. Miyashiro
Andrew Moehlenbrock
Ralph Nauman
Robert Ray Puckett
Tim Reiser
Alan L. Unemori
Dirk Adrian Zwemer
CLASS OF 1975

Stanley N. Brunner
Paul E. Clift
Chris Dippel
Jean C. Glendinning
Joel L. Goodrich
Thomas B. Higgins 
David I. Katz
Kenneth T. Luey
Diane M. McKnight
Eric J. Schaffer
James A. Schretter
John Robert Stiehler
Jack R. Swan
Richard S. Withers
CLASS OF 1976

Gregory J. Allen
David A. Campanella
John G. Everett
Anthony S. Foti
Richard A. Inz 
Michael D. McNamee
Michael A. Neff
Michael Jay Newman
Michael A. Paluszek
Gabor L. Szakacs
CLASS OF 1977

Peter D. Beaman
Lynn Yamada Davis
Robert S. Granetz
David A. Gunter
John E. Jaynes
Thomas A. Kush
Dennis D. Poulin
William A. Sweet
CLASS OF 1978

Paul D. Bayless
Carrick Brooke-Davidson
Nathalie A. Brophy
Alice E. Campbell
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MBERS OF THE FRIENDS OF MIT CREW
n July 1, 2003, and June 30, 2004, but does not include matching gifts.

Elizabeth Dominguez
Carl R. Hampf
Philip R. Kesten
Paul L. Limburg
Allan L. Mink II
Barbara K. Ostrom
Renee J. Roy
Viesturs H. Ule
Marc A. Weiner
John P. Zuman
CLASS OF 1979

Douglas C. Barnard
George W. Blossom
Frances Savoia Brown
Timothy J. Carroll
Paul E. Denney
Charlene C. Kabcenell
Richard P. Meinig
Ted Pounds
Anne Michon Westbrook
CLASS OF 1980

Adra S. Baca
Susan W. Bates
John O. Borland
Laura A. Derevensky
Kathrene E. Dutrow
Daniel H. Ehrenfried
Susan T. Ehrhardt
Elizabeth A. Fisher
Barbara Johnston Fowler
Edward R. Gillett
Marta E. Gross 
Todd H. Hubing
Paul B. Rothman
James J. Scutti
Howard W. Seidler
Gary F. Smith
Debra A. Utko
CLASS OF 1981

John P. Bowen
Claudia W. Buser
David W. Copeland
Guido J. Defever
Jeff Green
Johan Magnusson
B. J. Messinger-Rapport
Lee Y. Moriwaki
Anna C. Pennella
J Robin Rohlicek
Alexana Roshko
Matthew V. Thompson
Maria Uspenski
Harvey J. Woehlck
CLASS OF 1982

Daniel M. Chernoff
Douglas W. Fries
David P. Harrahy
Patrick T. Jensen
Janet L. Jozwiak
Naomi J. Kagetsu
Michael C. La Bouff
Mark D. McMillen
Michael Moncavage
Monica M. Reynolds
Alan R. Ringen
Richard W. Schaaf
Steve Snider
David C. Surber
Douglas J. White
Muh-Ching Yee
Katherine A. Yelick
Nora A. Zirps

CLASS OF 1983

Keith F. Ashelin
Elizabeth Bradley
David Cielinski
Lillian Cuthbert
Marcello DiMare
Steven D. Eppinger
Victor Iannello
James R. Keith Jr.
Steve H. Kim
Erik P. Nygaard
Clifford I. Olsen
Thomas G. Rucker
Randolph W. Schweickart
Ken Segel
Arlene F. Taylor
David W. Trop
Thomas R. Woods
CLASS OF 1984

Ann E. Berner
Scott M. Causbie
Robert K. Heineman
Andrew D. Kellen
Robert A. Kukura
Jean Kwo
Steven P. Larky
Selina Lin
Philip C. Michael
Andrew H. Mutz
Jocelyn M. Seng
Frank G. Slaughter III
Stephen J. Smith
CDR Heide Piper
CLASS OF 1985

Robert J. Balcius
Kathryn M. Balles
Maureen S. Bonk
Rajesh R. Gandhi
Hillary B. Hotelling
Suzanne T. Lane
Linda E. Mar
Kim A. Marvin
Prisca Chen Marvin
Steve Meszaros
Gregory A. Norris
David T. Okamoto
Karen D. Rowland
Lora Silverman
Nancy C. Walworth
CLASS OF 1986

R. Stephen Callaghan
Mary C. Engebreth
Nancy A. England
Marvin A. Guiles
Anne J. Huber
Jennie Kwo
C. Julia Nugent
James G. Nugent
Stuart Schmill
Elizabeth L. Williamson
CLASS OF 1987

Donald L. Alvarez
L. Alberto Cangahuala
Michael S. Cuffe
Brett V. Gaspers
Alan D. Gordon
Matthew D. Healy
Jeri A. Ikeda
David A. Jesurum
Geoffrey R. Kelsch
Susan G. McDermott
Katharine F. Moore
Stanley S. Oda

Ronald A. Ray
Robert M. Smith
Douglas J. Swenson
Marjolein van der Meulen
Kimberly M. Wolff
CLASS OF 1988

Waldo T. Best
Michael D. Carlson
John C. Chan
Karen L. Cianciulli
Marcel T. Eberle
Sheila Neville Flory
Michael D. Fox
Alexander W. Jessiman
Major Jeffrey W. Johnston
Martha C. King
William W. Malecki
Craig H. Michelson
Audra A. Noel
James E. Pierce
Adam L. Schwartz
Thomas A. Stewart
Richard P. Vinci
CLASS OF 1989

Dominic A. Antonelli
Christopher R. Doerr
James H. Donovan
Eric K. Eileraas
Thomas Farkas
Richard M. Franklin
Kia L. Freeman
Patrick G. Goshtigian
Joel R. Henry
Rachel E. Kaminer
Richard C. Lightburn
Jennifer L. Lund
Nicholas C. Newman
Magda F. Nour
Ted Pascaru
Steven R. Payne
Mathew K. Shafe
Jessica Maria Tuccelli
Elizabeth P. Turtle
CLASS OF 1990

Elizabeth G. Ambrogi
Deborah J. Baron
Stephen J. Derezinski III
Michael L. Dickens
Andrew J. Feltman
Rebecca L. Dumas Herrin
Paul J. Isakson
M. Beth Neils
Jonathan D. Oestreich
Renata A. Pomponi
Brian L. Vajda
James M. Vande Weghe
Laura N. Venditti
CLASS OF 1991

Lynore M. Abbott
Victoria Atherton
Lola M. Ball
Philip J. Brown
Erik L. Burgess
Thomas J. Cole
Dylan D. Cors
Sean M. Gelston
John M. Hedgcock
Laurie S. Hiyakumoto
Roger G. Knapp
Laura Lynn Beecroft Kramer
Miss Georgina Maldonado
Alex B. Min
Michael D. Plusch

Elisabeth Schlenning
Jason B. Slibeck
Nancy J. W. Streeter
Christopher S. Urban
CLASS OF 1992

Ramon H. Cajina
Christopher E. Couch
Hollister W. Herhold
Yen Ching Ho
Cynthia J. Holcroft
Scott K. Jacobsmeyer
Michael J. Kobb
Barbara S. Kremenliev
Bradley E. Layton
Gregory G. Loboda
Geoffrey C. Mayne
Joe Melvin
Carlos E. Reategui
Jennifer Rigney
Holly L. Simpson
Adam T. Singer
Gary J. Tarnowski
James L. Weaver
Tyler L. Worden
CLASS OF 1993

Godard K. Abel
Bethany F. Grant
Michael H. Lim
Marco A. Morales
Brian A. Rubin
Kevin J. Whitcomb
CLASS OF 1994

Andrew G. Carrillo
Michael K. Chung
Stephanie V. Gellar
Candice S. Klug
Hans-Georg Liemke
Gregory M. Lubiniecki
Michael M. Strong
Tolga I. Uzuner
CLASS OF 1995

Brett W. Bader
Rebecca L. Berry
Franz D. Busse
Gregory S. Campbell
Steven J. Carbone
Thomas W. Deng
Shawn J. Hanegan
Michael W. P. Hermus
Diane Hodges Popps
Sherry H. Hsiung
Andrea L. Jensen
Scott T. Keller
James M. Nohrden
Peter Y. Yao
CLASS OF 1996

Louise W. Bedsworth
Andrea A. Cotner
Rebeccah J. Covert
Elaine A. Dickerson
Basak Ertan
Evan D. Goldstein
Lana L. Luoma
Joanne M. Mikkelson
Stephen A. Morales
Christopher S. Putnam
Shelly E. Sakiyama-Elbert
Christopher P. Sanders
Judy A. Schuler
Shruti Sehra
Alexander Wang
Jason A. Wertheim
Nicole L. Weymouth

Kevin H. Yeh
CLASS OF 1997

Matthias Baxmann
Amy C. Gieffers
Haiwei Guo
John A. Harvey
Kelly M. Huntington
Emily G. W. Lilly
Joseph P. Marquardt
James N. Miner
Alexander D. Moskovitz
Brian J. Pellegrini
Michael P. Schmidt-Lange
Brian M. Smith
CLASS OF 1998

Jason Black
Matthew D. Blum
Samantha L. Hartemink
Jodi Lynn Krawczyk
Robert Dowling Lentz
Susan A. Loh
Susan A. Lucas Kamat
Geoffrey G. Parker
Diana Margarita Sanchez
David Schiller
Jeanne Yu
CLASS OF 1999

Eric A. Bevan
Benjamin D. Boehm
Gregory R. Bollrud
Christina E. Carvey
Shannon L. Dahl
Duane H. Dreger
Daniel G. Frisk
Marion L. Groh
Karsten August Kallevig
Jeb E. Keiper
Mariah D. Luff
Jennifer L. Lykens
Solar C. Olugebefola
Paul T. Oppold
Michael M. Perry
Karl K. Richter
CLASS OF 2000

Sahar Aminipour
Ellen C. Brown
Rhonda L. Bush
Stephanie E. Chen
Katherine L. Croff
Julie D. Gesch
Jeremy R. Hui
Sneha Madhavan-Reese
Marc A. Moesse
Katherine E. Nadell
Seth O. Newburg
Elizabeth V. Rose
Alyssa S. Thorvaldsen
Jeanne E. Tomaszewski
Kathleen G. Vokes
CLASS OF 2001

Daniel G. Adkins
Touradj H. Barman
Jennifer M. Elfalan
Katherine S. Graham
Mark H. Jhon
Myung Shik Jhon
Young Shim Jhon
Seanna Kim
Melissa E. Light
James P. Morash
Richard K. Moy
Louis J. Nervegna
Margaret F. Nervegna

Adam C. Reynolds
Darlene M. Staines
CLASS OF 2002

Daniel J. Bedard
Carolyn B. Chen
Shana L. Diez
Richard John Frank
Dan Itsara
Christine Ann Karlovich
Mark Dodson Laughter
Yetunde A. Oke
Sanjay K. Rao
Brian Kelleher Richter
Hillary K. Rolls
Jill Anne Rosenfeld
Jackie M. Wilbur
CLASS OF 2003

William Jay Arora
Cristina M. Costantino
John H. Dise
David Thomas Garcia
Joshua G. Kubit
Zachery A. Lavalley
Jeffrey T. Loh
Samantha A. Scanlon
Eric F. Swart
Eamon F. Walsh
Sarah K. Yenson
CLASS OF 2004

Carolina D. Fershtman
Derrick O. Carpenter
John T. Carpenter
Lee Carpenter
Michael P. Farry
Jeanette C. Fershtman
Annemarie N. Grandke
Elina Groberman
Atif Zohair Qadir
Kavitha S. Ramaswamy
Maria E. Tanner
Jessica L. Wargo
CLASS OF 2005

Michael C. Hill
Patrice W. Hill
John B. Miller
Alan J. Rothman
Carole Rothman
CLASS OF 2006

Janet Kaczmarek
Wesley R. Kaczmarek
Debra Lichter
CLASS OF 2007

Herman Ellman
Maria Guttadauria
Gerardo Trejo
Rocio Trejo
Lieh C. Wang
Michelle L. Wang
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HEAVYWEIGHT MEN’S CREW WRAP-UP
From The Winter/Spring Of 2004: Unfinished Business

By Gordon Hamilton
Heavyweight Men’s Coach

Coming back from Florida, we had two
eights, and the squad was excited to get
down to the hard business of winter training.
The addition this year of a full lightweight
women’s squad put extraordinary demands
on our indoor facilities, forcing us to be even
more creative with how we found space and
equipment. We have come up with some
very imaginative and grueling core/ab work,
which only requires a body and small space.
Once again, running Green Buildings became
another standard Wednesday evening celebra-
tion, and by the time we got on the water on
the 6th of March, we had again run enough
steps to have covered the Empire State Build-
ing from ground floor to top some 20 times.
We did not run quite as many flights this year
as in the past because we got on the water
relatively (for recent years, at least) early.
Also, as in past years, we set our sights on the
Crash-B world indoor rowing championships.
It is always a heavyweight goal to have the
entire squad achieve personal bests at this
competition. This year we came close, with
11 of the 14 who actually competed achiev-
ing this goal, with a few improving their 2000
meter time by around 5 seconds!

Our spring ’04 race results can be found
on the team website http://web.mit.edu/
mitcrew/www/heavyresults.html and through
the department website. There is no need to
go over every race, so I will just point out the
highlights (and one or two lowlights).

Alumni Cup v. Columbia in Mercer County,
New Jersey, April 3:

The varsity got off to a good start and
moved out to about a one-length lead by the
1000 meters. Somewhere around the 1200
we were affected by a wake that seriously dis-
rupted our rhythm. As we are not a big
enough crew to overpower our opponents,
we must rely on rhythm and finesse to be suc-
cessful. Columbia began a slow but deter-
mined creep back, and with 400 meters to go
were down by only two seats. At this point,
the crew re-established its finesse and rhythm,
and we began to move again. We ended up
winning by almost open water. It was won-

derful to see our crew maintain their poise
and bring home the Cup!

Donahue Cup v. Williams, WPI, and Conn.
Col., in Worcester, MA, April 10:

This was quite tight for the first 1000, and
then Williams began to slowly move out.
With 500 meters to go, they held about a
three-quarters-length lead and we began to
sprint, closing the gap and finally passing
them with just enough meters left to win by
9/10th’s of a second. WPI and Conn were
quite a bit astern.

Eastern Sprints:
Columbia evened the score in the morn-

ing heats, defeating us by five seconds. This
was not a good race, one of the very few of
the year from which we came off the water
knowing we had performed below our abili-
ty. The afternoon final proved different.
Though we did not manage to catch the
Lions, we came storming back on them
from open water down with 600 to go to
close to a mere 1/2 second at the finish line.
Disappointed but not discouraged. We still
had to learn how to race, how to attack the
middle 1000 meters!

This was our goal for the IRA’s. Not hav-
ing made it into the petite finals at the Sprints,
we were eligible to enter the Kennedy Cup at
the IRA’s. This seemed like a good idea to
me, as it would give us the most opportunities
to learn how to race, being in some very tight
races—which we were!

IRA’s:
We had hoped for close racing, and close

racing we got, right off the first heats. There
were 14 crews with times within 11 seconds
of Washington’s fastest heat time, including
MIT. This was going to be tight!

Our best show of the regatta came in the
semifinal on Friday. Ithaca and Virginia blast-
ed off the line to about three-fourths length
lead in the first 400 meters. MIT and Penn
were stroke for stroke, with Michigan slightly
off the pace. Gradually, Virginia came back
to earth and Ithaca stayed at about one length
up, with MIT and Penn exchanging one—or
at most two—seat leads between each other.

Michigan and Virginia began to drop back. 
Only the top two crews were going to

advance to Saturday’s finals. Around 900
meters gone, Penn began to make their
move and moved to about a half-boat-
length lead over us, with Ithaca still with
just a little open water up. MIT remained
poised and held Penn at that margin. With
700 meters to go, Tech began their move,
first drawing even with Penn, and then
slightly ahead of them and closing on Itha-
ca. Just past the 500 to go, the rate came up
and MIT began to fly, dropping Penn to al-
most three-quarters of a length bank and
taking surprised Ithaca by around one-third
length and advancing into the finals and
putting Penn and Virginia and Michigan on
the truck. Our time had placed us just be-
hind Wisconsin and Yale in the other semi
and ahead of BU. 

We were looking forward to another
chance to raise our standard of performance
in the finals. This, however, was not to be.
Saturday morning found our bowman un-
able to row with a serious migraine and
nausea. We had to substitute for him with
an upper-class novice from the frosh. Our
sick bowman was already a sub for our
usual bowman who was in New Zealand
making a presentation and accepting an
award for a patent he had received. Charlie
O’Donnell from the frosh did his best, row-
ing in a seat he had never rowed in and in a
boat in which he had never rowed, but we
had no chance to raise our level. This was
disappointing…but never, as with our previ-
ous setbacks, discouraging.

The Open Four placed 4th in the 3rd.
Level Final. The frosh eight, though they
failed to make a final, demonstrated tremen-
dous spirit and pride and improved on the
league from the Sprints and throughout each
race of the IRA. The squad has now begun
looking toward next year, setting a goal of
1,000,000 erg or rowing meters over the
summer; shooting for a high place in the
Head of the Ohio and Head of the Charles
and then keeping the Alumni Cup and con-
tinuing improvement within our league.
Losing only two men from our first eight, we
look to move up. Unfinished business!

For the racing schedules of MIT crews, see: http://www.fomitc.org/events.html
*

For MIT race results, see: http://mitathletics.collegesports.com
*

For comprehensive national race results, see: www.row2k.com/results

http://www.fomitc.org/events.html
http://mitathletics.collegesports.com
www.row2k.com/results
http://web.mit.edu/mitcrew/www/heavyresults.html
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By Dan Perkins
Freshman Heavyweight Coach

This past summer, we celebrated and
remembered the 60th anniversary of the
D-Day invasion, a day we like to say sym-
bolizes the American spirit of “never say
die” and self-sacrifice that only a truly free
country can call its own. 

Like a country, or an army, each MIT
crew, over the course of the year, devel-
ops a personality of its own. Something
more than the cumulative hopes and
dreams of its individual members, a team
persona is the soul of the boat, it is what
matters most, and what will endure in
memory. 

Our victories over WPI and Williams,
as well as our losses, should be recorded
only as a matter of record, and in no way

attempt to speak to the attitude and spirit
we enjoyed this spring. Through the fall
and winter we did the physical and mental
work required to compete at the highest
level. Through trust and sweat, each mem-
ber of the freshman eight earned the right
to ask excellence of his teammates and
himself. We did our very best this year,
and that is the memory that will endure.

With an almost completely novice
crew, we struggled to catch up with our
stacked EARC foes, but never gave up try-
ing. We slowly closed the gap over the
course of the year and exceeded many of
our goals for boat speed over a set dis-
tance. We battled with our own varsity in
practice and with the varsity lights on oc-
casion, with limited success. 

All indications are that, of the 14 oars-

men who survived the spring racing season,
at least 12 will return to the varsity. With
the varsity graduating only a few, this influx
should provide enough speed for a fast JV
and 3V, and it will force the varsity to be on
its guard. The incoming freshman class
looks to be very promising, with a number
of experienced rowers and some high
school athletes from other disciplines who
wish to try their hand at rowing.

Our goals for this year are to have three
eights through the fall and get two eights
of freshmen down to Florida. After winter
training, we will keep at least two eights,
both of which we hope will be able to
continue our great attitude towards row-
ing, as well as improve our record against
our rivals.

FRESHMAN HEAVYWEIGHT CREW WRAP-UP
Crew Builds On Sweat And Trust

or an opponent, or equipment, or strategy.
So I see athletics as fitting hand-in-glove
with what MIT culture is. Identify the
problem and solve it. But athletes have to
do it in real time, and that’s a big positive. 

Technology in athletics: This is a natur-
al for MIT athletes. I know, for instance,
that in your sport oars have undergone
huge technological changes over time.
Similarly, there have been huge techno-
logical changes in nutrition. If I told you
what the training meals were at West Point
in the ‘50s, you wouldn’t believe me. But
that’s changed two or three times since
I’ve been involved in athletics. At one
time, we ate bacon and pancakes, another
time we ate steaks and drank tea, and so
forth. But all of these, I think, fit the MIT
culture of technology and how it is ap-
plied. Technology is important in athletics! 

Personal accountability: One of the
sad developments in our society today is
the loss of personal accountability. I think
athletics are the epitome of personal ac-
countability. It’s hard to blame someone
else for something that you did, or failed
to do, out on the field. I often talk to peo-
ple about leadership, and one of the
mantras I use is results, not best efforts. I
explain that you don’t get credit for run-
ning up and down the side of the field
doing the best calisthenics: you have to
get out on the field and move the ball!
That’s a result. It’s not a best effort. It also
fits very much with another mantra: no 

excuses. I think athletics burns that into
your soul, in hard and difficult ways. But I
can guarantee you that in the games that
you’re going to be in, the games of life,
you’re going to benefit tremendously by
what you learn here in athletics. 

I think leaders should also emphasize ac-
tion as a necessary consequence of contem-
plation. Now frequently when I lecture
about leadership at MIT, people get upset
when I say, “Value action more than con-
templation.” I don’t mean doing mindless
things for the sake of ‘action.’ First you must
think, but then you should act, because ac-
tion creates opportunities. You expose your
opponent’s weaknesses. You expose your
own weaknesses. You create new opportu-
nities to succeed if you act. With too much
contemplation, you destroy morale, you get
sloppy, and you yourself will be the victim
of these weaknesses. 

MIT is an institution that thrives on ex-
cellence. We don’t accept anything at MIT
that isn’ t  excel lent and we str ive to
achieve excellence. I think athletics helps
you understand the margin, the very thin
margin, between average and excellent. It
is a thin margin. Here we are at baseball.
The difference between a .325 lifetime hit-
ter in baseball, who will end up enshrined
in the Hall of Fame, and a .275 hitter,
who’s a mediocrity, is exactly one more
hit in every twenty times at bat in his ca-
reer. That’s a thin margin. Athletics, here
and everywhere, really helps you under-
stand how hard you have to work and

how consistently you have to strive to
achieve true excellence. 

I have other reflections on MIT athlet-
ics. Candace, I’ll give those to you in an-
other talk, because I want to close this
talk. But one more observation. When you
talk to MIT graduates about what they re-
ally remember about their MIT experience,
it is almost always explained in terms of
individual relationships. I remember this
professor. I remember that coach. I re-
member these teammates. You rarely ever
hear, “Hey, I learned how to handle
Bernoulli!” Or, “Gee, I can give you all
kinds of Weberian theories on charisma in
political science!” That isn’t what you
hear. Athletics provides that ultimate per-
sonal experience. You’re part of a team.
You’re part of a sport. You’re representing
the institution. You’re working hard as a
group. You’re achieving success and,
sometimes, you’re achieving failure. But
those are the things that you take away
and you always remember being part of. A
final story: a general walking through a
bunch of paratroopers comes to the
scrawniest paratrooper he’s ever seen. The
guy can hardly carry a parachute. The
general says, “Gee, you’re here in the air-
borne, you must love to jump out of air-
planes.” The trooper said, “No, general, I
hate it…but I like to be around people
who like to jump out of airplanes.” 

So with that, thank you very much, and
good luck to the Red Sox! 

WHY ATHLETICS ARE REALLY IMPORTANT

(continued from page three)
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A SPOTLIGHT ON MIT CREW’S COACHES
Heavyweight Men’s Crew Coach: 
GORDON HAMILTON

It didn’t take Gordon Hamilton long to
move up the coaching ladder at MIT. He
began with the engineers as freshmen heavy-
weight coach in the fall of 1985. By the fall
of 1987, Hamilton had become only the 11th
varsity heavyweight crew coach in the 67-
year history of the sport at the Institute. 

A graduate of Columbia University where
he rowed and swam on an intercollegiate
level, Hamilton also rowed in graduate
school at Cambridge University in England. 

Hamilton’s coaching resume includes sev-
eral college, high school, and other crews.
During the 1980s, he coached many crews
for the United States national team, and his
crews have won numerous medals at various
world championships. 

In 1990, Hamilton directed a lightweight
women’s elite sculling camp at MIT, and he
has worked at numerous other crew camps
throughout his career. Gordon is generally
considered one of the best sculling coaches
in the United States. 

In 1999, Hamilton was honored by hav-
ing an eight-oared shell named for him. The
shell, donated by Pete Peterson ’58, was used
by the varsity heavyweight squad last season. 

Heavyweight Freshman Men’s Crew Coach:
DAN PERKINS

Dan Perkins is in his second year coach-
ing at MIT. Dan began rowing at Kent School
in Connecticut under coach W. Hart Perry.
While at Kent, he won the Ancient Greek
Prize and was co-editor of the Kent News, an
acclaimed high school paper with over 4,000
readers. After Kent, he competed in junior
world championships in Norway, where he
won a bronze medal in the eight.

Dan graduated from Dartmouth College
where he was varsity heavyweight captain in
1997 and 1998, and stroked the U.S. senior
B team quad in Milan, Italy. After college,
Dan was on the U.S. national team in 1999
and 2001, in the double and as spare respec-
tively. Dan then attended Oxford University
where he earned a master of science in edu-
cation, won his blue, and was in the winning
’Boat Race’ crew. He won U.S. national
championships in the 4+ before writing his
dissertation and returning to coaching. Dan
coached at Black Bear sculling camp, Tufts
University, The Craftsbury Sculling Center,
and with the Cincinnati rowing club before
coming to MIT.

In 1996 and again in 1999, Dan survived
life-threatening brain cancer. Surviving three
operations and radiation therapy, he twice

made a full recovery and returned to compet-
itive rowing. He now speaks to high school-
aged children about issues related to cancer,
and works with organizations and other sur-
vivors to advocate for brain cancer research.
He currently works with The Brain Tumor So-
ciety in nearby Watertown, Massachusetts.
His hobbies include fly-fishing, snow board-
ing, and big-game hunting. His parents teach
at Kent School in Kent, Connecticut, and his
sister, Rena, resides in Vermont, where she is
an editor of Backcountry Magazine.

Lightweight Men’s Crew Coach:
IAN HUTTON 

A 1992 graduate of perennial national
rowing power Brown University, coach Ian
Hutton brings a wealth of experience to the
program, including a silver medal from the
1989 Eastern Sprints. 

Prior to coming to the Institute, Ian was
the head coach of the University of Rhode
Island women’s crew program for three
years. At URI, he oversaw the transition of
the team from a club sport to an NCAA Di-
vision I program. 

During the summers, Ian has served as the
co-director of the WPI rowing camp and in-
structed at the NIKE rowing camp at Con-
necticut College. 

Upon graduation from Brown, Ian
coached girls’ crew at Holy Spirit high school
in Absecon, New Jersey. At Holy Spirit, he
guided the lightweight girls’ crew to five
straight gold medals at the Philadelphia City
championships, gold and silver medals at the
Stotesbury Cup & Regatta, and silver and
bronze medals at the Scholastic Rowing As-
sociation Nationals. 

Open Women’s Crew Coach:
SUE LINDHOLM

Susan Lindholm has been a member of
the MIT coaching staff since 1994. After four
successful seasons as the women’s novice
coach, Lindholm took over the reins of the
varsity program in the fall of 1998. 

Since Lindholm’s addition to the staff, MIT
has captured the Florence Jope Smith Cup
five of the last eight years at the NEWMAC
Championships.

Prior to coming to MIT, Lindholm
coached the novice units at Boston Universi-
ty, where she led numerous boats to the
Grand Finals at EAWRC Sprints and at the na-
tional championships. 

A dedicated coach with a profound under-
standing of exercise physiology, Lindholm
has directed men’s and women’s programs
on all levels. She is a 1982 graduate of the

University of Rhode Island, where she suc-
cessfully competed as a lightweight rower
and coach. For several years, Lindholm
coached the lightweight men at Riverside
Boat Club in Boston, leading the program to
numerous championships. 

This season, Lindholm also witnessed
the ascension of the women’s lightweight
crew team to varsity status, becoming the
42nd intercollecgiate program adopted by
the Institute. 

Lightweight Women’s Crew Coach:
BUZZ (WALTER) CONGRAM

Buzz Congram enters his first year at the
helm of the women’s lightweight crew team.
He came to MIT after a two-year hiatus from
a 23-year tenure as the men’s varsity heavy-
weight crew coach at Northeastern Universi-
ty. In 1988, he coached the first varsity crew
to an Intercollegiate Rowing Association
(IRA) championship. This feat was repeated
in 1991. Another Huskie first occurred in
1989, with the first varsity crew defeating
Harvard University in a dual race. From
1970-77, Congram served as the men’s fresh-
man heavyweight coach at Yale University.
Under his guidance, the Bulldogs’ first fresh-
man crew beat Harvard for the first time in
13 years. Prior to his stint at Yale, Congram
was the men’s freshman heavyweight coach
at Rutgers University from 1965-70. He start-
ed his collegiate coaching career in 1962 at
Columbia University as the men’s freshman
lightweight and heavyweight coach. In his
three years with the Lions, he produced the
program’s highest freshman finish in the IRA
in 35 years. 

In addition to his 38 years of intercolle-
giate coaching experience, Congram has
seen some action at the international level,
coaching crews at four World Championship
regattas. His first trip to the championships
was in 1975 as the U.S. Men’s National
lightweight coach. His eight earned a bronze
medal in Villach, Switzerland. Eight years
later, Congram served as the U.S. women’s
national team coach, where he guided the
four with coxswain to a silver medal in
Lucerne, Switzerland. He returned to the
world championships in 1993, directing the
U.S. men’s pair with coxswain in Racice,
Czechoslovakia. The following year, he was
the U.S. men’s pair, with and without
coxswain coach, at the world championships
in Indianapolis, Indiana.

Congram earned his bachelor of arts de-
gree from Columbia University in 1962. He
went on to receive his masters of business
administration degree from Columbia Univer-
sity Graduate School of Business in 1965.

For information on FOMITC news and events, visit us on the web at www.fomitc.org!

www.fomitc.org
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FIVE-YEAR REUNION RESULTS AND PLANS
By Mike Scott ’73

The 2004 MIT reunion on June 4-6 was
a great success! We had ten eights racing in
the reunion row Sunday morning, represent-
ing classes from 1954 to 1999. The class of
’69 was victorious, but it was close! Check
out Ron Young’s article, “Reunion Rows Past
and Present,” on page four, and the pictures
and results at <http://alum.mit.edu/ne/
reunions/reunion-row.html>.

The fundraising we did in fiscal year
2004 (July 1, 2003 to June 30, 2004) was
also a great success, and here again, the re-
union classes made a major contribution.
The table at right provides a breakdown by
class and lists the crew campaign captains
and their helpers. Thanks, everyone!

Overall, alumni and
related contributions ap-
plicable to crew operating
expenses totaled $231K.
This is an increase of
$101K—78% (!)—from our
FY’03 contributions. The
five-year reunion classes
contributed about 30% of
the total, all other classes
contributed about 50%,
and the remaining 20%
came from matching
funds, foundations, and
corporations. Most of these
contributions ($227K in
FY’04) were made to the
FOMITC fund, with the
final $4K going to the
women’s crew fund. Both
of these funds are “spend-
able,” which is important
because we’ve got to keep
MIT crew alive and striving
while we build the sustain-
ing endowment needed to
return MIT crew to parity,
in coaching and resources,
with its traditional Division
1 rivals.

All in all, FY’04 was a fabulous
fundraising success, and something we can
build on. MANY THANKS to the many vol-
unteers who helped with this, and thanks to
all of you who contributed so generously! 

We are already well into the planning
for the ’x0 and ’x5 reunions (classes of
2000, ’95, ’90, ’85, etc.) scheduled for the
weekend of June 3-5, 2005, and for suc-
ceeding reunions. Here are the key FOMITC
goals for the upcoming five-year reunions:

• Increase giving to MIT crew while
increasing overall alumni participa-
tion in reunion giving. Gifts to MIT
crew also count in each class gift
campaign.
• Encourage previous non-donors to
make a gift to MIT crew or any other
MIT program they care about.
• Develop new volunteer leadership.

• Increase the number of alumni/ae
solicited in person by an
oarsman/oarswoman they had previ-
ously rowed with. Calls from people
you know are much more effective.
• Improve the support, training, and
preparation for volunteers conducting
solicitations for MIT crew. 
• Maximize the participation (racing
or cheering) at the 2005 reunion row
to be held Sunday morning, June 5,
2005. We’d love to fill 15 eights with
alums and have over 150 participants
and spectators!
• The key metrics will include: con-
tributions to FOMITC, contributions
to other MIT programs, percent of

participation, number of alums at-
tending the reunion and reunion row.
While difficult to measure, a key goal
is to improve the linkage and commu-
nication between the alums and MIT.
WE NEED YOUR HELP! Specifically,
for the June ’05 reunion, we need
crew alum volunteers working in
three distinct roles.
• Crew Reunion Gift Committee
Members: These are the crew alum
volunteers who will be calling 15 or
so of their fellow crew alums. These
volunteers become active members of
their reunion class gift committee, but
with the primary task of calling on
their fellow crew alums. They will be
making calls to solicit gifts to MIT
crew (or other MIT programs) be-
tween September and December ’04.

Most people make their contributions
before the end of the calendar year,
so it is important to reach all the as-
signed alums between September and
December. It can take many calls to
actually reach some people, so it is
necessary to start early and be persis-
tent. When you reach an alum, it is
also important to encourage atten-
dance at the reunion (June 3-5, 2005)
and the reunion row (Sunday, June 5,
2005). More details about being a gift
committee member can be found at:
<http://alum.mit.edu/ne/reunions/
reuniongivingtoolkit/index.html>.
• Crew Captain for Class: we need a
crew captain for each five-year class.

The captains are
crew reunion gift
committee members
and have leadership
responsibility for
their classmates who
are members of the
crew reunion gift
committee. Some of
the older classes
may have only two
members on the
crew reunion gift
committee, whereas
some of the younger
classes may have as
many as ten. 
• Reunion Row
Captain for Class: we
need a reunion row
captain for each five-
year class. The crew
reunion gift commit-
tee members will be
calling all of the
crew alums and ask-
ing each if he/she
plans to attend the
reunion row. These
results will be passed

to the reunion row captain, and it is
his/her responsibility to follow up with
those alums, solidify the rowers as the
reunion row approaches, coordinate
any practice morning row on Saturday,
June 4, and plan for any joint events
(meals, meetings, etc.). 
Will you volunteer to serve in one of

these roles? You’ll find that it’s fun to talk to
fellow graduates from years ago, and to do
so for a really worthy cause. If you’d like to
serve as a crew reunion gift committee
member, crew captain, or reunion row cap-
tain, please get back to me via email, or
give me a call. WE NEED YOU!

Sincerely, 
Mike Scott ’73

mscott@alum.mit.edu
919/392-2389

<http://alum.mit.edu/ne/reunions/reunion-row.html
http://alum.mit.edu/ne/reunions/reunion-row.html
http://alum.mit.edu/ne/reunions/reuniongivingtoolkit/index.html
http://alum.mit.edu/ne/reunions/reuniongivingtoolkit/index.html
http://alum.mit.edu/ne/reunions/reunion-giving-toolkit/index.html
http://alum.mit.edu/ne/reunions/reunion-giving-toolkit/index.html
http://alum.mit.edu/ne/reunions/reunion-giving-toolkit/index.html
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MIT CREW THANKS ITS MOST GENEROUS DONORS!

OLYMPIANS
(Donors of $10,000+)
Cornelius Peterson ’58
Stephen A. Schutz ’65

WORLD CUPPERS
(Donors of $5,000-$9,999)

Henry G. Baker ’69 
Mark B. Barron ’64

James H. Donovan ’89 
George S. Dotson ’62

George T. Haymaker Jr. ’59 
Charlene C. Kabcenell ’79 

Peter Paul Luce ’54
Frank G. Slaughter III ’84

CHAMPIONS
(Donors of $1,000-$4,999)

Bruce N. Anderson ’69 
James L. Baird ’40

George R. Berbeco ’66
Harvey E. Bines ’63

Robert Wallace Blake ’41
Robert F. Buntschuh ’55 

David S. Burns ’72 
Gordon J. Burrer ’55 

Thomas W. Carmody ’44 
William H. Combs ’54 
Rodger E. Doxsey ’69 
Jesse D. Erickson ’53 

Kenneth G. Follansbee Sr. ’67
Jack H. Frailey ’44

Rajesh R. Gandhi ’85
Irwin J. Grossman ’52
Jack H. Guthrie ’52

William L. Hartrick ’54
Edwin B. Hooper Jr. ’59

Richard A. Inz ’76
H. Edward Jans ’52

Stephen Allen Jordan ’74
Alfredo G. F. Kniazzeh ’59

Stanley S. Kolodkin ’54
Robert S. Kurtz ’63

Jesse Lipcon ’65
Johan Magnusson ’81

Kim A. Marvin ’85
Ronald L. McKay ’54
Steve Meszaros ’85

Gary H. Miyashiro ’74
Erik P. Nygaard ’83

Barbara K. Ostrom ’78
Richard A. Poirier ’50

Alex L. Primas ’51
Joel P. Robinson ’68

Larry E. Rosenberger ’68
Michael J. Rowny ’72

Christopher R. Ryan ’69
Robert N. Sawyer ’56

Mike Scott ’73
Stephen Spooner ’59
William M. Taylor ’62 
Sven A. Vaule Jr. ’56 

Herbert B. Voelcker ’51
Jerome D. Waye ’54
J. William Weber ’64

Christopher B. Whorton ’65
George L. Zimmerman ’62

BIG TENS
(Donors of $500-$999)

Gregory J. Allen ’76
Wendell E. Bearce ’32

Waldo T. Best ’88
Elliott Bird ’63

James H. Black, Jr. ’69
Mike Brose ’58

Ramon H. Cajina ’92 
Terrance M. Carney ’56

Austin P. Dodge ’44
Duane H. Dreger ’99

Langdon S. Flowers ’44
Herbert A. Frankel ’45

J. William Gadzuk ’63 
Janice I. Gepner ’74 

Chester N. Hasert ’41 
Robert T. Haslam III ’68 
Clifford H. Heselton ’52 

James F. Hield ’44 
William C. Howlett ’49 
Michael D. Huke ’65 

Sterling H. Ivison Jr. ’41 
Donald Jenkins Jr. ’48 
Naomi J. Kagetsu ’82 
Andrew D. Kellen ’84 
Thomas A. Kush ’77 
Steven P. Larky ’84 

James H. Latimer II ’63 
Lana L. Luoma ’96 

Donald E. McGuire ’50 
Richard W. Metzinger ’63 

Chester M. Patterson Jr. ’49
Steven R. Payne ’89 
A. William Peck ’60 

Ted Pounds ’79 
John P. Proctor Jr. ’65 

Douglas D. Russell ’44 
Roy M. Sachs ’51 

Stanley J. Sadowski ’53 
Robert L. Sandel ’64 

John R. Saxe ’49 
Robert A. Schumacker ’59 
Herbert F. Schwartz ’57 
Howard W. Seidler ’80 
William A. Selke ’43 

Richard P. Simmons ’53 
Holly L. Simpson ’92 
Robert E. Smith ’41 

Steve Snider ’82 
Alan L. Unemori ’74 
Debra A. Utko ’80 
Tolga I. Uzuner ’94 

Robert E. Vernon ’63 
Malcolm E. Wheeler ’66 

Robert W. Wild ’64 
Muh-Ching Yee ’82 

Douglas A. Zingale ’72 

GREAT ROWERS 
(Recent graduates—’94 or later—

who contributed $100-$499)
Sahar Aminipour ’00 

Louise W. Bedsworth ’96 
Rebecca L. Berry ’95 

Benjamin D. Boehm ’99 
Ellen C. Brown ’00 

Steven J. Carbone ’95 
Thomas W. Deng ’95 

Elaine A Dickerson ’96 
John H. Dise ’03 
Basak Ertan ’96 

Richard John Frank ’02 
Amy C. Gieffers ’97 
Marion L. Groh ’99 

Michael W.P. Hermus ’95 
Jeremy R. Hui ’00 

Karsten August Kallevig ’99 
Jodi Lynn Krawczyk ’98 

Robert Dowling Lentz ’98 
Hans-Georg Liemke ’94 

Emily G.W. Lilly ’97 
Susan A. Loh ’98 

Gregory M. Lubiniecki ’94 
Joseph P. Marquardt ’97 
Joanne M. Mikkelson ’96 
Solar C. Olugebefola ’99 

Paul T. Oppold ’99 
Karl K. Richter ’99 

Shelly E. Sakiyama-Elbert ’96
Michael P. Schmidt-Lange ’97 

Michael M. Strong ’94 
Kathleen G. Vokes ’00 

Nicole L. Weymouth ’96

Douglas Russell ’44 writes, “I’ve got
three kinds of cancer and emphysema. I am
still fairly active, but I sure can’t row. I have
recently been in touch with Bill Kalb and
John Hull. I wish I could contact Jorgensen.
Does anyone know where he is? My favorite
crew memories include being with some very
nice people--the crews and the coaches. My
best memory is that we were the first MIT
crew to beat Harvard, and we did it three
times!” Get in touch with Doug at 1335 Peli-
can Way, Point Richmond, CA 94801.

Ted Heuchling ’46 writes, “I have been
retired for 10 years, after 32 years with
Arthur D. Little, Inc. Since my retirement, I
have sailed a boat from Hawaii to Austrailia
with one son and one other smart, strong,
young guy. Now I’m reading, studying lib-
eral arts at local universities, counting
grandchildren on fingers and toes, doing

volunteer work for MIT, my church, and a
child welfare agency, playing tennis and
squash, and working out. I’m enjoying a
wonderful marriage, the second of those,
and travelling occasionally. No recent crew
contacts, except at the FOMITC dinner. My
favorite crew memories include rowing with
the guys in ’44 and ’45 at #2 in the first
heavyweights under Jim McMillian, and the
invitation I received to speak at the FOMITC
annual dinner about five years ago.” Ted
can be reached at 23 Ravine Rd., Winches-
ter, MA 01890; theuchling@comcast.net.

Chris Ryan ’69 writes, “I can still say
that I rowed in the first Head of the Charles
and the last one. Our Three Rivers eight
placed 19th in a tough field. We did beat
the lightweights from my year. We once
again hosted the MIT crew for the Head of
the Ohio. We have been doing this for the

past 15 years or so. John Searles ’86 was in
our HOC boat, too! I have been on the
board of USRowing for the last two years
after having been recruited by Jack Frailey.
It has been an interesting two years, what
with the economy and money issues for US-
Rowing.” Send greetings to Chris at 117
Nantucket Drive, Pittsburgh, PA 15238;
cryan@geo-solutions.com.

Tolga I. Uzuner ’94 writes, “I have been
working for Dresdener-Alliant for three years
now, and I have also been finalizing a PhD
at Cambridge, where I’ve had a chance to
row for King’s College! I recently saw Umit
KumCuoglu ’94 and Deniz Yuret ’91. My fa-
vorite crew memory is of a seven-man row
with Stu Schmill on a blistering cold day!”
Write to Tolga at Flat 1, Blomfield Ct., Maida
Vale, London W9 1TS UNITED KINGDOM;
neslihan@alum.mit.edu. 
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TEAMWORK: “…that a team can excel
beyond expectations from the synergistic
cooperation of individuals trying to individ-
ually excel carries over into ones working
career. I credit the MIT rowing program
with building the inner strengths and confi-
dence essential for career success.” 

—Michael Ash ’59

RESPECT FOR COMMITMENTS: “I can’t
over-emphasize the impact that crew has
had on my education and my life. It provid-
ed me with a strong sense of commitment
and goal orientation that was an ideal bal-
ance to the academic and social pressures
in my life. Crew is compelling—you make a
commitment and you work towards it.” 

—Philip J. Brown ’81

SELF-CONFIDENCE: “With confidence
in my training/analysis, I am able to stay fo-
cused in the face of confusion, pressure,
fear, and doubt. I learned this from rowing
and apply this every day at my job. I would
not be as successful today if I had not

rowed competitively at MIT. 
—Karl Richter ’99

PURSUIT OF EXCELLENCE: “...the self-
discipline of the sport and the opportunity to
excel became the basis for my life philoso-
phy. I don’t believe I can over-emphasize the
value of the rowing experience at MIT and its
contribution to my life.”

—Chet Riley ’62

TENACITY IN THE FACE OF ADVERSITY:
“This ability—indeed willingness—to endure
pain for a desired outcome is a concept es-
sential to success at life. Crew taught me this
focus, this endurance, and it has served me
well in (all) arenas of my life.”

—Tom Crawford ’77

And these final three site camaraderie,
mutual respect, and giving back—and in that
way, tie all of this together!

CAMARADERIE: “Rowing provided all the
attributes that one could wish for: non-violent
sportsmanship, camaraderie independent of

academic skills or social background and
characteristics, teamwork, intense personal
challenge, and competition with the best in
the nation.”

—Robin Buxton ’67

MUTUAL RESPECT “One develops an in-
stant bond of understanding with anyone who
has rowed competitively, and the draw of the
boathouse is irresistible at reunions for those
who spent so much of their discretionary time
there as undergraduates.” 

—Robert S. MacDonald II ’68

GIVING BACK: “I know that the most
valuable lessons I learned at MIT were out
on the water, not in any classroom. When
I give money to MIT, it is ALWAYS with the
stipulation that it goes to the Friend of MIT
Crew. I want to help give other students
the opportunities I had at the boathouse. I
shudder to think what my four years of MIT
would have been like without crew and
without the strength and discipline I
learned there.” 

—Richard M. Franklin ’89

WHY CREW IS IMPORTANT AND MUST BE IN MIT’S FUTURE
(continued from page one)

CAN YOUR IDENTIFY THESE TECH OARSWOMEN?

Were you in the 1981 women’s crew? Please help us identify these Tech oarswomen. We also need help identifying members of these other
crews: 1982 women’s varsity crew; 1983 women’s varsity crew; 1984 women’s varsity crew; 1983 men’s heavyweight crew; 1982 men’s
lightweight varsity crew; or 1983 men’s lightweight varsity crew? We have recently added many new photos to our historical photo gallery at
www.fomitc.org. Unfortunately, we do not have names associated with all of them. If you have photos to contribute to the Friends’ gallery or
if you can help identify crews un-labeled photos or correct any errors, please contact John Everett ’76 at john.everett@alum.mit.edu.

www.fomitc.org
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