
ORAL HISTORY INTERVIEW 

JEFF REUTTER 

Q. This is Kevlin Haire, Archives Librarian. We are at the University Archives on January 21, 

2011. And I’m conducting an oral history interview with Jeff Reutter. Jeff, thank you for 

coming.  

A. I’m pleased to be here, pleased to be asked. 

Q. Why don’t you tell me your official title and position, and then we’ll get into the interview. 

A. I’m the Director of four programs at Ohio State: Stone Laboratory, the oldest fresh-water 

biological field station in the country, started in 1895, literally about 25 years after OSU 

started; the Center for Lake Erie Area Research – CLEAR is the acronym for that – started 

in 1970, right after the Cuyahoga River burned in 1969; the Ohio Sea Grant College 

Program, started in 1978; and the Great Lakes Aquatic Ecosystem Research Consortium, a 

consortium of 12 Ohio colleges and universities that focus on Ohio surface-water issues. 

The Consortium uses Stone Laboratory as a shared research facility, so that members of 

that consortium can use Stone Lab’s facilities at no charge. 

Q. Okay, well thank you. What we’re going to do is, I’m going to start at the very beginning 

as they say, and hopefully you’ll be able to discuss your involvement in all those groups as 

we go along. I’m sure you will, actually. Let’s start out with, tell me a little bit about your 

family background or about your background, where you were born and where you grew 

up and a little bit about your family, and how you actually made it to Ohio State in the first 

place. 

A. Okay. I grew up in northeastern Ohio, Lake County in a little town, it was a village at the 

time, called Willoughby Hills, and went to Willoughby South High School. I have a very 



blue-collar, middle-class background. My father was in the building trades. I’ve got a 

younger brother and sister. It was very clear to all of us that we would definitely be going 

to college, but I was the first one to go to college from the family. My father never 

graduated from high school and that held him back significantly, and I could see it 

impacted his confidence. Actually, this kind of a background helped me a lot in working 

with students and understanding the kind of outreach I do with different groups along the 

lake, because I’m comfortable speaking to people of all different educational backgrounds. 

I worked in building trades part-time with my Dad for a few years before I went to college. 

I’m as comfortable speaking with them as I am speaking with the scientific community, 

and, quite frankly, I enjoy speaking to non-scientists. It also gave me an appreciation that I 

knew I didn’t want to go into the building trades. While I love working with my hands, 

they do tremendously hard work, you can’t do it very long. My father died when he was 50. 

And not only does it wear on your body, but today’s a great example because it’s 10 

degrees out there right now, and I would not want to be doing a construction job today. We 

went on family vacations that were fishing trips to Canada, and I found out that I really 

enjoyed water.  

Q. That’s good, considering the position you’re in. 

A. Yes, it was a good fit. I was a good student and received many academic awards, very good 

athlete, captain of the football team, those kinds of things. I encounter a lot of students 

today that are having difficulty deciding what they want to do, what they want to major in, 

what do they want to do? You can’t ask them the question, “What are you good at?” 

because, quite frankly, they’re good at everything. Everything that they try, they’re good at. 

But what you can ask them is, “What do you really like doing for enjoyment?” And if you 



can figure out the things that you find rewarding in life, those things that you enjoy doing, 

and then try and figure out, “Is there a way that I could get paid to do this?” Then they are 

in the perfect position. Often at Stone Laboratory, in working with people who support us 

on the Friends of Stone Lab, people will come up to me and they’ll say, “You know I 

almost did this or something like this when I was in college, but I went on and I went into 

business.” Or they went into some other field and in some ways they regret it. They feel 

like they missed that opportunity. But I always look at them also and say, “Well, that boat 

that you’re driving I can’t afford. You obviously have done okay.” 

Q. There are trade-offs. 

A. Yes, there definitely are. When I graduated from high school … 

Q. What year was that? 

A. 1968. I went to Heidelberg [University], and I did that primarily because I wanted to play 

football. I had had a severe knee injury my senior year of high school and at that point the 

bigger schools were no longer interested in me. All of these things turned out to be 

blessings for me. I feel like I’ve always had a very blessed life. So I went to Heidelberg and 

was convinced that I wanted to be a teacher and a coach and probably a math teacher is 

what I was thinking. I didn’t like Heidelberg. It was a good school, but it wasn’t a good fit 

for me. But while at Heidelberg, I had to take a speech course and I had to write several 

persuasive speeches. And in the fall of ’68, winter of ’69, and the spring of ’69 [there were] 

severe pollution problems in this country. The environmental crisis was starting to come to 

a head. I knew I liked fishing from vacations and things, so I thought I would do a little 

background reading on water pollution and write persuasive speeches about how we should 

be doing a better job of cleaning up the environment. I literally persuaded myself. At that 



time Ohio State had created a School of Natural Resources. I came down and visited in the 

spring of 1969, with some faculty members and the head of the School of Natural 

Resources. At that point, they were over on a single floor in Lord Hall. It was a very new 

school, but I really liked what they said. I told them I was interested in both wildlife and 

fishery issues. They said there were more jobs in fisheries, and I said okay, that’s what I 

would do. I transferred here in the fall of 1969, and basically I’ve been here ever since. I 

never left. I had a lot of opportunities to leave, but it’s been a very good fit for me and a 

good place for me.  

When I got down here that fall, I was placed into East Baker Hall. It was, at that point in time, 

East Baker and West Baker. I absolutely loved it. OSU was a really good fit for me. I went 

through some withdrawal because I was no longer participating in sports at a competitive 

level, but got over that surprisingly quickly. I was assigned an absolutely fantastic adviser. 

His name was Clarence Clark. He had retired from the Ohio Department of Natural 

Resources as a fisheries biologist, a very noted person. He came to OSU and just gave me 

such wonderful advice. I had heard all these things about OSU being like a factory, it’s a 

big place, you’re going to be a number. I never experienced that. Every office that I went 

to, I got wonderful help. The people in the School of Natural Resources were amazing. 

They were so nice, so helpful. Same with the College of Agriculture; this school was part 

of that. I never felt like a number. Mr. Clark helped me get scholarships, pointed out the 

good ones, “You ought to apply for this one,” and boy I did, and I got some wonderful 

scholarships. I was trying to decide what courses to take, and he said, “Well, if you’re 

interested in this aquatic stuff, you need to go to Stone Laboratory.” He had been there. 

Many, many people, then and now, at the Ohio Division of Wildlife, Ohio EPA, U.S. Fish 



and Wildlife Service, are all former Stone Lab students. So I said, “Okay, if that’s what I 

should do...” I couldn’t afford it, and he pointed me at another scholarship opportunity, and 

I prepared an application and got a scholarship from the Wildlife Society. I remember, it 

was $200, but at that time tuition was about $200. It was very low. So it allowed me to go. 

And that’s clearly influenced me still to this day. I know how important scholarships can be 

for people, particularly in a place where you have to go during the summer, which means 

you’re going to lose your opportunity for summer employment, and a lot of students need 

that money.  

I went to the Laboratory, took four courses, which was considered a terribly heavy load, but I 

remember thinking, these courses all sound good and this is a more effective way to do it. 

At Stone Lab it meant that I would take one course on Monday, Wednesday and Friday for 

five weeks, and a second course on Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday. The model at Stone 

Lab, which I thought was amazing, had each one of these classes meeting all day, from 

8:00 in the morning until 4:00 in the afternoon. This wasn’t an hour[-long] class. And I had 

all these thoughts in my mind, “Where am I going? Where is this place?” There’s an island 

in Lake Erie? Northern Ohio is interesting, even to this day it is still this way – Cleveland 

separates the east side from the west side. I was an east-sider, which means you very 

seldom went to the west side of Cleveland. You do a lot of things in the east. I probably 

knew Erie, Pennsylvania, and Buffalo better than I knew Toledo and the Western Basin. I 

had been to Cedar Point a couple of times but never as far as Sandusky. At one time as a 

kid we had gone to the Blue Hole at Castalia. So when I went to Stone Lab I was going to 

go out to the island area, to Put-In Bay, and [I was supposed to] get there on a ferry boat. 

Somebody’s going to meet you and you’re going to get on another boat and go to this little 



island, and then you’re going to live out on that little island. And where do you eat? Is there 

a bookstore there? Just a zillion questions. And that’s also helped me because I know those 

kinds of questions; nothing has changed. The students, the parents of students that are 

coming up there now, they all have exactly the same questions. Some of them I can 

anticipate, but they can still find some new ones that I hadn’t thought of.  

So it was intriguing to me that I was going to go to this island lab. And when I finally got to the 

island in the summer of 1971, I thought, “Wow, this is really special.” The first two courses 

that I took were done in what they called first term, and they were done in the first five 

weeks of the summer. I took Field Entomology and Ichthyology, the study of fish. In the 

second term, I took aquatic parasitology and fish ecology. My Entomology course was 

taught by a professor from Wooster. My Ichthyology course was taught by a professor from 

Murray State. My Parasitology course was taught by a professor from OSU, and my Fish 

Ecology course was taught by a guy from the American Museum of Natural History in 

New York City who had just gotten back from spending two weeks living at the bottom of 

the sea on an experiment called Tech Tite. He was in a chamber down there, just an 

intriguing guy. Your relationship with faculty at Stone Lab is very different from that on 

main campus. On campus, you never get to really know your faculty members, but up 

there, you’re in class with them all day, you’re eating with them in the dining hall, probably 

playing volleyball with them in the evening. They come back into the classrooms in the 

evening to answer your questions while you are working in the classrooms. The classroom 

that you are assigned, like where I was taking Ichthyology, is yours alone. Nobody else 

used that classroom while we were there. So we had our spot in that classroom, could work 

in there anytime we wanted to, and everybody did.  



When I’m promoting the Laboratory, this is the way I would describe it to kids. I’d tell them, if 

you’re thinking of coming to Stone Lab, you’re going to be totally immersed, and you’re 

going to be surrounded by other people who have your same interests. Here on campus, 

you go to your class, you participate in your class, then you go back to your dormitory and 

you’re surrounded by history majors and business majors and other unimportant majors. 

That always makes them laugh. When you’re up at Stone Lab, you’re surrounded by 

scientists, people who are doing research, and other science students. You’re eating with 

them and you’re sometimes going to bars at night with them. So you’re just totally 

immersed in it. Eventually, even your humor becomes biological, the kinds of things you’re 

joking about and kidding about and talking about. You never stop talking about what it is 

that you are doing. And I would see my faculty members in real-life situations. I remember 

one night, late at night, my Parasitology professor and Ichthyology professor, were in the 

research building cleaning fish. They had been out fishing together and they were cleaning 

fish. I thought, “Now, that’s just what I’ve done with my family.” Until then, I always had 

this impression of faculty members as being untouchable or not normal people. And these 

people were completely normal people, and I could look at them and say, particularly the 

guy from Murray State, “I can do that, I could do that, I want to do that.” And to this day, I 

still try to do that with the faculty that I hire to teach up at Stone Lab. I get outstanding 

professors, literally from all over the country. 

The students come from all over the country. In fact, since 1990, we’ve had students at the Lab 

from 110 different colleges and universities, and we started a program for high school 

students that allows superior high school students to get college credit while they are still in 

high school. I had them taking introductory one-week courses at Stone Lab so that the high 



school students would not be there for five weeks, because most of these kids are going to 

be under 18. For one thing, I was trying to avoid the homesick issues and the chaperone 

requirements for kids under eighteen. But also, quite honestly, I was trying to set up a 

situation where we could really focus on science, make this science exciting to these kids, 

to try to attract more students into what today we would call the STEM disciplines: 

Science, Technology, Engineering, and Math. At Stone Lab, I found that we can make 

science exciting, and I still try to do this. It’s not a bunch of white lab coats. We are out on 

a boat pulling a trawl and getting muddy and sometimes it’s cold and sometimes you have 

to chop through the ice. But it was really fun. And I could see why it was important, what 

the issues were. I’m sorry, I’m rambling here. 

Q. You were talking about your first experience there, and you’ve related it to how you’re 

working with kids now. 

A. Yes, and when I came back from that first experience at Stone Lab in 1971, I knew exactly 

what I wanted to do, that it was something in this aquatic field. My advisor gave me a 

number of opportunities. Well, he said, you could do a Master’s in this or a Master’s in that 

if you wanted to, and he encouraged me to apply for a combined Master’s and Bachelor’s 

program through the School of Natural Resources and work on both degrees at the same 

time. When you graduated, you would have both degrees. Tremendous opportunity. You 

had to be in the Honors program to participate, and you put together your own curriculum 

that had to be approved, but boy, I just designed a curriculum that I really liked, one that I 

thought would give me the kinds of skills that I felt I would need. He gave me several 

opportunities for things I could do for research, and I went and visited these places and 

nothing was really hitting home with me, until he said, “Well, the School of Natural 



Resources has just taken a donation of land and a facility down south of Lancaster called 

The Barnaby Center. And there was a pond or a reservoir down there called Lake Ramona 

on which they needed to have a limnological survey done, literally a one-year study finding 

out everything you could about that lake. So I studied the plankton, the benthos, water 

quality and fisheries, and I mapped it. So I had to learn mapping techniques and I learn how 

to identify all plankters (phytoplankton, zooplankton) and how to identify the benthic 

macro-invertebrates.  

As a graduate student, he got me an office which was on the second floor of the Water 

Resources Building, which today is called the Biological Sciences Annex, I think. And by 

any standard it would be considered a pretty bad office, but I thought it was so great that I 

had my own office. I felt very important. And I would work in there and had my 

microscope set up. I just felt so good when I would figure out what something was. I 

remember there was a particular species of midge and that were so many of them in this 

lake. And when I finally was able to identify it (I could take the genus and species of it), 

and thought, this is great, and I was just enjoying it. Anyway, it turned out to be a great 

project for me. I was working on that, taking additional course work in the fall of 1972, in 

November. And I was in a limnology course taught by Professor Dick Tubb. He was the 

head of the Cooperative Fishery Unit here at OSU in the Zoology Department. And I was 

taking his class. He called me into his office and I thought, “What does he need?” And he 

said, “Jeff, I have a grant from U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to do a bunch of temperature 

preference work and temperature tolerance work on Lake Erie fish related to the creation, 

development and building of the Davis Besse Nuclear Power Station. There’s going to be a 

bunch of hot water coming out from that. And this study is going on up at Put-In Bay, at 



Stone Lab, it’s a year-round study.” He said, “I know you were up there, and I know you 

liked it really well. And you’re ace-ing my limnology course. If you want to go up and lead 

that project, you would be paid $500 per month. You would live out on South Bass Island. 

The project would give you a car.” I had a 1961 Studebaker Station Wagon. It was green. It 

had U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on the sides. And again, I felt really important when I 

drove that car. And it sounded like a pretty good opportunity.  

So my wife and I were living in a … we had gotten married in June of ’72. And this was a girl, 

a lady that I had known since I was in 8th grade. We started dating, in fact, when I was in 

8th grade. And we went up there, and we found this spot where we could live. We looked 

at the project and literally between the offer on November 1st, and on November 10th, 

1972, we had everything packed into a Plymouth Duster and drove up to Put-In Bay and 

moved into this house. We had been living in a basement apartment of an old house on East 

14th Avenue. I was the maintenance person in the house, and so I got the basement 

apartment for $60 a month including utilities. Couldn’t believe it. We moved up to Put-in-

Bay and we were able to find an old house that we rented from just a fabulous old couple – 

$84 a month. It included some of the utilities and it was a whole house. And it was a tiny 

little place, two-story with literally a dug-out basement with an earthen floor. But it was the 

oldest house on the island. It had been a log cabin built in 1838 that they had put siding up 

over the logs. And it was so much fun. When we moved up there, it was also the first of the 

really bad northeastern storms and the high-water flooding problems that we had on Lake 

Erie between ’72 and ’74. I remember thinking, “My gosh, is this car going to make it over 

on the ferry? We may get blown off this thing.”  



So I went up there in ’72, stayed working on that project, and finished my master’s and my 

bachelor’s [degrees]. This was a situation where I don’t know if I got more than two or 

three hours sleep for about a year, literally. But I finished and graduated both degrees in 

August of ’73, and by the end of ’74, I was starting to get pretty tired of this. I had been 

doing a lot of work with Toledo Edison, which was funding part of the grant, [and the] U.S. 

Fish and Wildlife Service, and I had an offer from a consulting firm to move to Pittsburgh 

and do the same kind of work with them. And I went and visited Pittsburgh. It was really 

nice. And so I told my advisor at the time, and this is now, the person who was leading that 

project, his name was Charles E. Herdendorf. We called him Ed. He went by his middle 

name. And he was the first Director of the Center for Lake Erie Area Research. He’s the 

person that I went and interviewed with when I was thinking of taking this job. And he’s 

another one that I could really identify with. Clarence Clark, I’ll never be able to say 

enough about how wonderful he was as an advisor. He was much older than me. This is 

another thing in the back of my mind, when I say I hired a faculty member at Stone Lab, I 

get the best faculty members. But I see the way students respond to me now, and I don’t 

think those students can use me or even think about using me as a role model. I’m too far 

removed (old). I’ve got some of these 15-year-old high school students, I’m more than four 

times older than that. So I’m old enough to be these kids’ grandparents, not just their 

parents. So I try to hire younger faculty members whenever I can, who have the 

enthusiasm. You know, I can just watch and see how the kids are able to identify with them 

better.  

Well, Herdendorf was there, young guy, and I thought, “My gosh, he’s the Director of this. He’s 

got his Ph.D., and a pretty neat job.” He was very good at it. And an amazingly hard 



worker. And I should add that in 1971, when I went to Stone Lab, the Director of Stone 

Lab was a guy named Loren Putnam. His nickname was Putty, a fabulous person. 

Everybody loved Putty. From him I learned really caring about the students. He was like 

the grandfather kind of image. He stepped down as the Director of Stone Lab in ’73, and 

CLEAR had been created in ’70 separate from Stone Lab. Herdendorf was asked to be the 

Director of both. And that was the first effort to sort of combine CLEAR and Stone Lab. 

And from Herdendorf I learned unbelievable dedication and an amazing work ethic. The 

guy retired from the position of Director in 1987, but to this day, he still lives up along the 

shore line in Sheffield Village and is one of the most knowledgeable people about Lake 

Erie. He still works like crazy, just an unbelievably hard worker.  

So you know, you pick up something from everybody that you interact with. But when I came 

back from Pittsburgh with this offer and I said, “Ed, I really appreciate what you’ve done 

for me. This has been good, but I think we’re going to leave, my wife and I, Veronica, 

we’re going to take this position and move to Pittsburgh.” And he said, “Well, I tell you 

what, if you stay, I’ll give you an offer. If you stay, you can use the research that you’re 

doing that I was leading up there on thermal preferences of fish, work on sudden 

temperature change, use all the work I’m doing at Davis Besse, use that for a Ph.D. Work 

on it as a Ph.D. Take courses up here at Stone Lab. I’ll be your advisor. And if you get your 

Ph.D., I’ll make you the Assistant Director of the program.” So I said, “I’ll stay.” And it 

was a wonderful offer.  

It’s like many things throughout my life and throughout my career. I don’t know that I have 

ever had a goal of, “This is where I want to be.” Whenever I have a person come up and 

speak now at Stone Lab in our guest lecture series, I always have them explain to the 



students how they got into this. And I have one faculty member, a lady, she’s really good, 

just brilliant. But she is like the exact opposite of me, because her parents, her mother had a 

Ph.D., this girl knew she wanted to get a Ph.D. when she was seven years old. This was her 

direction. She was always moving in that direction. That would not have been me. I just 

feel amazingly blessed, and I am blessed. A lot of great doors have opened up. Ohio State 

has provided amazing opportunities for me, and I encourage students, when you have 

opportunities, if you can do it, don’t say no to it. Do it. Say yes as much as you can. And so 

that was basically how I started on the Ph.D.  

By the end of 1975, the island was feeling very small and limiting. We had gone from 1972, 

when we felt living on the island was wonderful. Winters are so beautiful [the first year], 

and the second year, boy the winters are pretty lonely. It’s awfully quiet here. You can’t get 

back and forth. You have to order your food and it’s flown in to you. Very, very 

challenging. And my daughter was born in February of 1974, and I had to be trained to go 

down to the airport. They showed me how to turn on the runway lights, so that if my wife 

went into labor at night, I could go down there and turn on the lights so that the pilot could 

come in. Here’s the phone number of three pilots that you can call to see if they will come 

over. And they gave me recommendations. About two weeks before my daughter was born, 

the pilot that they recommended most highly (because he was less likely to have been out 

drinking that night, I remember that’s exactly what they said), crashed the plane, and we 

lost our nerve. We went over to Sandusky and spent a week living with a real nice lady in 

Sandusky that people at the island had found for us. They knew the situation we were in. 

And fortunately after about a week my wife went into labor, and my daughter was born out 

there in Sandusky.  



At that point, we thought it might be good for us to get off the island, because now we’re in the 

winter of ’75, and it’s feeling really hard to live there. You get a sick [child], how do you 

get them back and forth, and those kinds of issues. So what we did is move off the island in 

September of ’75 and moved down here to Columbus. I continued working on the research, 

but I was now working in the main office of CLEAR and Stone Lab, and that was over in 

Room 112 of the Biological Sciences building. I remember thinking at that point, it was a 

really nice office in a little office complex, nice big place. I’ve gone back and looked at it 

several times since, and it’s pretty small. There are no windows at all. But in any event, it 

was down there and I was able to get my Ph.D.  I finished it up in August of 1976 and 

became officially Assistant Director, and have been here ever since.  

Our offices have moved. In ’87 we moved over to what was then the Research Foundation, 

some pretty bad space in the back of the building. But it was much larger, so there were 

pros and cons, and parking was very easy. And we were starting to get a lot of people 

visiting the program. I continued doing research on basically fish preferences, thermal 

work, thermal pollution and impacts of power plants, entrainment and impingement, 

meaning the number of fish and fish eggs and larvae and things that are killed by being 

sucked through the plant with cooling water for the plant. The numbers of organisms that 

are killed in this fashion are very big. This and the temperature work at Davis Besse were 

very important projects. For the entrainment and impingement work, for one year from ’76 

to ’77, literally once every four days or once every seven days, depending on the season, I 

would drive to Toledo and work 24 hours straight collecting all the fish that were sucked 

into two power plants that were operated up there on the Maumee River. And we learned a 

tremendous amount about both the magnitude of the problem, and it turns out that one of 



the plants up there, the Bayshore Power Plant, was probably the worst power plant on the 

Great Lakes, and one of the worst in the world as far as the number of fish that it kills each 

year, because of its design and location. It’s a really bad place to put a power plant. That 

was a very fun project.  

In 1976, the University was trying to get a Sea Grant Program for Ohio. There was a 

recommendation that it come to CLEAR. Governor Gilligan, in 1974, had put together a 

Lake Erie Fisheries Task Force. And one of the recommendations out of the task force was 

that CLEAR try to get a Sea Grant Program for Ohio. Sea Grant had started in 1966 and its 

first funding came in 1968. Originally, Sea Grant was part of National Science Foundation. 

In 1970, when NOAA was created, it moved into NOAA, the National Oceanic and 

Atmospheric Administration. The National Sea Grant College Program is patterned after 

Land Grant. Every Sea Grant program has a research component, an education component, 

and an extension or outreach component. And it’s designed to enhance the development 

and utilization, plus wise management, of our coastal resources, including the Great Lakes, 

the same way an agriculture agent in the Land Grant system would enhance agricultural 

development in the country. So there is a definite parallel. A large proposal was submitted 

by the University, led by Dr. Herdendorf, in 1976. Only one project was funded,and it was 

a small education project. The University was literally going to drop it and not go back and 

not try again. I talked with Dr. Herdendorf because I was interested in trying to pursue it. I 

had not been involved with the first application, first proposal, but I didn’t think that it was 

done the right way. I would have done it differently.  Herdendorf took me over to meet 

with the Provost. I believe it was Al Kuhn at the time. 

Q. Sounds right. 



A. Herdendorf asked if we could go back and try to do the proposal again, and have me lead it, 

and do it in a different way and in a much smaller fashion. Kuhn said, “Okay,” and they 

designated half of my time to work on the development of that. In July of 1978, we 

submitted the finished proposal, and instead of asking for a million dollars, we asked for 

$129,000. Instead of having a bunch of research projects, we had only one research project, 

one extension agent, and one education project, the one that was already funded. I was the 

principal investigator of both the extension program and the research project. That project 

was to develop markets and methods of marketing underutilized fish species. The request 

was funded in its entirety, and Ohio was designated a Coherent Sea Grant Program. 

Herdendorf was the Director of the program and I was the principal investigator on the 

research project and head of the extension program, and the Associate Director of the 

program. We stayed that way.  

B. In 1980, we linked our extension program with OSU extension, so that our agents, instead 

of being on A&P [Administrative and Professional] appointments, were moved over to 

tenure-track faculty appointments. I thought it was a much better position for them. I 

worked these details out with a guy at OSU extension named Reilly Dugan at the time, just 

a really helpful person, their Assistant Director. In 1980 and ’81, we added two more 

extension agents. The first agent in 1978 was Fred Snyder. He was located in Sandusky, 

worked primarily with fisheries. We then added Dave Kelch and Frank Lichtkoppler. Dave 

and Frank are both still with us. Fred retired in August of 1979. 

Q. In August of 1979? 

A. I’m sorry, August of 1999. Sorry. August of 2009. He retired in August of 2009. Dave and 

Frank are still with us. Dave moved into the Lorain County extension office; Frank moved 



into the Lake County extension office, and now we were trying to cover the entire Ohio 

Lake Erie shoreline with our extension agents. In 1983, we were designated an institutional 

program by the National Sea Grant College Program. When Herdendorf retired in 1987, 

OSU named me as the Acting Director. The first thing I wanted to do was put together an 

application to have us, Ohio State, designated as a Sea Grant College. That was completed 

in 1988 and submitted. Whereas as a land-grant college, this is a designation that was given 

to us. That is, “You’re going to be the state’s land-grant college.” For sea grant, you have 

to earn it. We had to demonstrate competency in nine areas, a very difficult proposal to put 

together. But I could look at the things we had done, we were proud of those things. And 

the application was approved and we were designated by the Director of the U.S. 

Department of Commerce as the nation’s 24th sea-grant college in, I believe, it was 

October 1988. And I was named the Director of the program – then, officially, and also of 

CLEAR and Stone Laboratory – instead of just the Acting Director. And I basically have 

been in the same position ever since.  

The program has grown. We now have eight extension agents. It’s a matching program, 

meaning that we have to match every federal dollar we get from NOAA with at least $0.50 

from nonfederal sources. We’re leading the country right now in the number of 

partnerships or partners that we have, over 300 partners in the program. Stone Lab has been 

a tremendous challenge but tremendously rewarding. When I started in 1987, we were 

primarily a summer program. The first year that I was really responsible for course work 

was ’88, and I kept it pretty much the way it had been in the past, which meant that we had 

primarily a program for upper-level undergrads and grad students. We would bring in 

anywhere between 40 and 70 students per summer. But I was always questioned or 



frequently asked questions along the lines of, “My son or daughter is starting their 

freshman year,” or, “I’ve got a fabulous high school student. Do you guys have anything at 

Stone Lab that they could do?” And we didn’t. And I could see a need and an opportunity 

for us. I remember reading a report, and at that time I believe that worldwide the United 

States was ranked 14th in science education, and it just seemed to me that we could do 

something at Stone Lab, because we could make science exciting. It had become exciting 

for me. And so in 1990, I developed the first introductory course, a one-week course called 

“Introductory Aquatic Biology.” I had started teaching at the lab in 1982, teaching fish 

ecology, an upper-level course, primarily for fisheries kinds of majors. But a great course, 

absolutely loved it. And it was the same course that I had been taught by C. Levitt Smith 

from the American Museum of Natural History.  

When I became Director, I literally felt that I had to stop teaching. Dr. Herdendorf had lived on 

the island, he lived in the lighthouse when he was the Director. And I could see, that was 

good for the people up at Stone Lab, but I could see that our program was suffering down 

here because you also need to be in contact with faculty members down here. You need to 

be working with the state departments. You need to be working with the state legislature. 

There’s just a lot of that kind of work that needs to be done. So I decided not to live up 

there permanently and stay down here, to go back and forth up there. And I didn’t feel like, 

as big as the program had gotten at that point, that I could afford to not be the Director for 

five weeks and to teach a course. But I could teach a course for a week. And this 

introductory course, a one-week course, allowed superior high school students to take it. 

We offered it, advertised it, had so many kids we could have taught it four times. We 

decided we would teach it twice. Very rewarding, really went extremely well. The students 



loved it. I had college freshmen and sophomores, but I also had high school students in it 

blended together, and often it was pretty hard to tell the difference. They really got along 

well. They worked extremely hard. I saw a level of enthusiasm in these kids that I hadn’t 

seen in the upper-level students. Many times the graduate students almost burned out in 

some ways, and these kids were so enthusiastic. And I could build on that enthusiasm and 

really get them interested in the sciences.  

So we did that for a couple of years, and then I contacted Larry Krissek who was a good friend 

down here in the Geology Department, and asked Larry if he would develop an 

introductory Oceanography course. And he did that and still offers it to this day. It’s one of 

our best courses. The Introductory Aquatic Biology course is still offered to this day. We 

offer that course three times every year. I followed the Introductory Oceanography course 

by contacting John Condit from the Zoology Department and the biological museum, 

asking him if he would develop an introductory course on Ornithology. He did that, very 

successfully, and we offer it every year. I contacted Dave Horn, the head of Entomology, 

and asked Dave if he would develop an introductory course in Insect Biology. And all of 

these courses have continued. So basically every year now we have five or six introductory 

courses. But we also have taken a number of those courses and refocused them a little bit 

and offered the same kind of one-week course at the graduate level for teachers. So if 

you’re going to do Oceanography, why don’t you do a one-week Oceanography course for 

teachers, and a one-week Insect Biology course for teachers, and all of these things have 

been very successful. 

The bottom line is, we went from 40 to 70 students per summer, to 200 students per summer. 

Since 1990, the kids from the high schools have come from over 360 different high 



schools. And it’s a feeder. I want to get to the Friends of Stone Lab, too, because we have 

some wonderful donors and supporters. But they get excited, high school students, and this 

is how they decide on their majors. There’s a faculty member right now at Defiance 

[University], this guy came up as an OSU freshman taking a one-week introductory course 

in 1995, basically kept coming back to the lab every year for probably eight years. Went all 

the way through his Ph.D., has worked at Ashland [University] and at [the University of] 

Wooster and maybe one other school, I can’t remember which. And he’s now a professor 

out at Defiance. And now I’m giving him grants through the Sea Grant Program to work on 

harmful algal bloom problems in Lake Erie and in Maumee Bay. But he got excited about 

this stuff as an introductory student.  

Those courses were so valuable because these kids trying to decide on majors, they’re all good 

students, but trying to decide, “What should I major in?” And now they can come and take 

one of these courses, find out if they like it. Ninety-nine percent of them find out, “Boy, 

this is what I want to do.” They’re into the sciences. It’s a great recruiting tool for Ohio 

State. And I never am bashful about encouraging good students to come to Ohio State 

because it’s a fabulous place. The opportunities here are unsurpassed. If we don’t have it, it 

probably doesn’t exist. And the whole big school/small school, lost in numbers just doesn’t 

normally exist. Ohio State’s not a spot for you if you’re not a self-starter, if you’re not a 

little bit motivated, you can get lost in the numbers. But if you’re willing to make some 

calls, check around, the opportunities can’t be beat.  

Q. The students probably find what you found, you’ve always thought of professors as 

removed and the discipline is more theoretical than the real world. And then you go to 



Stone Lab and you see that these are real people working on real problems, and you get to 

help. 

A. Exactly. In 1973, I did the first workshop up at the lab. This was for power-plant operators 

and trying to help them understand the importance of the biology of the lakes. We took 

them out on one of the research boats and pulled a trawl and collected bottom samples and 

plankton samples. And they left with a better appreciation for how the things that go on at 

the power plant can impact the eco-system. Seemed like a really good thing to do and we 

started trying to expand that program. In 1987, we hired John Hageman to lead our 

workshop program. I had hired John, met him for the first time in 1976. He was a high 

school student in Toledo whose teacher had recommended him to us to help us with that 

fish-kill power-plant problem. And that particular high school had an Ichthyology course 

and John was very good at identifying fish. I thought, “Well, I’ll try this high school 

student in this project. He lives right up there. Let’s see how he is.” Well, it took me about 

an hour to realize that this kid can identify the fish better than I can. And I remember when 

I would ask him to do something, he would run. I thought, “This enthusiasm …” Well 

anyway, John has stayed with us; he has also gone into some consulting firms and come 

back, but John has continued to lead our workshop program. He was our lab manager or 

one of the lab managers up at Stone Lab until he retired at the end of August 2011. When 

he came in to lead the workshop program, we were up to about 1,100 participants per year. 

Until this program really got developed, Stone Lab was just this quiet little laboratory 

where courses only happened during the summer. The field trips, workshops and 

conference program and tour program allowed us to expand into the spring and fall and 

reach more audiences. We could bring groups up there in the spring and the fall and open 



the facility for much greater utilization and expose a lot more people to not just what we do 

and Lake Erie issue, but also to science, and to understand the significance of some of these 

problems. That workshop program last year had 224 different groups and maybe 8,000 

people went through it during the spring and the fall, from grades 4 through adults.  

Last year, we also signed an agreement with the Division of Wildlife. We lease the old state fish 

hatchery from them at Put-In-Bay for $1 a year as our Aquatic Visitor Center, and we had 

12,000 people go through the Aquatic Visitor Center as part of part of our outreach 

program. In 1967, the University, on a proposal that Dr. Putnam had submitted, took 

possession of the South Bass Island Lighthouse. We’ve renovated the Lighthouse and used 

it for tours, had several thousand people go through the Lighthouse last year, but we also 

use it as a meeting place and as a fundraising item or location for the program. So now we 

have Gibraltar Island, the fish hatchery, the Lighthouse, and we have our research building. 

This year I’m really excited, we have $750,000 from the state legislature to do a renovation 

of the first floor of our research building, which is the same as it was in the 1890s, (it really 

needs to be renovated), and also the first floor of Stone Laboratory on Gibraltar Island. We 

got a little over $300,000 to install solar power on Gibraltar Island, and solo thermal at our 

dining hall.  

Q.  Go on. 

A. I want to talk a little about the Friends of Stone Laboratory and I want to talk about our 

congressional day, and also on how the lab is running now with President [E. Gordon] 

Gee’s concept of one university. These are kind of amazing success stories. In 1981, we 

thought – and Dr. Herdendorf was really pushing for this – that there was value in trying to 

create an alumni group for Stone Lab. We were really fortunate in getting Karen Jennings 



to lead that effort. We put together a committee. Karen was the first President. I was the 

Vice President. And we put together a charter and created the Friends of Stone Laboratory, 

officially done in 1982. Karen served as the President until 1983, and then I was President 

and Karen was Past President. After my year as President, Dr. Herdendorf went on a one-

year sabbatical. So I abdicated my position as Past President and Karen stayed a second 

year as Past President. Karen still blames me for having to serve as Past President for two 

years, but she did a wonderful job. The goal of this group was to help us promote the 

laboratory to good students and help us raise funds for scholarships, so that more students 

in the future could have the same opportunities at the laboratory that we had experienced. 

Essentially, what many people find with Stone Lab is that it’s a real life-changing 

experience. It really was for me, and is that way for most people. We wanted to give that 

opportunity to more people, so we created donation opportunities. I remember we were, I 

believe, we were the second or the third friends group at OSU at the time, which is an 

interesting number, because in the mid-1990s, about 1994, I served as the Director of 

Interdisciplinary Research Centers here on campus. And at that time I believe there were 62 

interdisciplinary research centers. But when CLEAR was formed in 1970, we were number 

three. Byrd Polar, us and I can’t remember what the third one was. So CLEAR was formed 

in 1970. We really felt we needed to create this Friends group in 1982, and we created the 

first endowment. It was a scholarship endowment, in 1983. Pat Dugan was the Dean of 

Biological Sciences at the time. I’m pretty sure that Biological Sciences gave us $1,000 to 

put into that endowment. Dr. Herdendorf personally contributed some to that endowment. 

And the endowment was created, and at that time the cost to create a named endowment on 

campus, was either $3,000 or $5,000. That was how much you had to have.  



And to this day, I remember people, other scientists in the University, other professors, [saying], 

“This is a dumb thing to do. How much good can this $3,000 or $5,000 do as far as 

generating interest? What kind of scholarship can we give for that?” But we just kept at it. 

The Friends have existed every year. We now have 18 endowments. This last week, in fact, 

we just got another $20,000 donation. It now costs $50,000 to create an endowment. 

They’ve gradually ratcheted up. We have 18. The total value in the endowments is like 

$1.2 million. Some of them are named scholarships. Some of them support research. Some 

support equipment. We have one endowment that allows us to hire non-OSU faculty. We 

have another endowment that is a scholarship specifically for non-OSU students, because 

again, our students come from all over the country. We have two endowments that aren’t 

even held at Ohio State.  

In 1988, this was probably maybe ’98, I had been appointed to the Board of Directors of the 

Lake Erie Protection Fund by the Governor. This must be maybe 1992. I lose track of some 

of this. In any event, the Lake Erie Protection Fund was trying to get foundations around 

the region to award more environmental grants to improve the Great Lakes ecosystem. A 

member of one of our sea-grant private-sector advisory committees, a strong supporter of 

the program, his name is Jack Waldock, worked with the Sandusky Erie County 

Community Foundation, and basically put together two endowments that are held at that 

community foundation. One supports our work at Stone Lab, a scholarship program 

basically for students. It’s an education program. The other supports our work at training 

elected officials and decision makers on issues. So anyway, 18 endowments total with two 

there in Sandusky. Through the Friends since they were created in 1982, we have awarded 

over 1,000 scholarships to students; included in there is about 300 scholarships that went to 



superior high school students. The other ones went to college students. And we have 

awarded now over 60 research experiences for undergrads. This is a program that I started 

in 2005. Using the endowment support, we provide a student with an opportunity to take a 

course every other day, and on their off day, instead of taking a second course, they work 

on a specially designed research project, that is focused on a real-world problem. 

Something [like] harmful algal blooms or re-establishing or rehabilitation of a watersnake 

population, round gobies, whatever it might be. That’s worked out extremely well.  

So the Friends, they’ve done so much to help the program. Their dedication is amazing. We 

have one lady who is a Friend, she served as President. I have to be careful. This is hard for 

me to even say sometimes. This lady’s daughter came up and took an introductory course 

while she was in high school, I want to say her junior year. Let me back that up. This girl 

had come up and taken a workshop at the laboratory when she was in junior high. When 

she was a junior, she came back to the lab and took a one-week course, absolutely loved it. 

She was hooked on the place. Was signed up to come back after her senior year, and she 

died during her senior year. Her parents knew that Stone Lab was so important in their 

daughter’s life, that they created an endowment. And there’s a scholarship that’s given 

every year in this girl’s name, to students from Elyria High School. It’s very meaningful. 

There are a whole lot of those kinds of things that people have done.  

The Friends, anyway, they now do a volunteer work weekend in the spring. We bring up all 

these volunteers and they clean the lab, clean the rooms. I always kid people but it’s the 

truth. Come up and volunteer and we will abuse you, we will save the worst possible jobs. 

You’ll be cleaning toilets, just some nasty things. But the lab is greatly improved because 

of that, and it’s free help for us, which is important in this One-University concept. A 



couple of years ago I created a donor dinner that we host at the Lab, and that donor dinner 

is financed by the Dunlap Fund, which was created for Stone Lab by Shirley Dunlap 

Bowser, just an amazing person. I met Shirley and her husband, Cliff, for the first time 

when she was first appointed to the University Board of Trustees in about 1992. Shirley’s 

father was John Dunlap, and he had been the head of the Research Foundation here at the 

University, and a member of the Board of Trustees. So I believe Shirley and her father may 

be the only family with two generations serving as members of the Board of Trustees. But 

for John Dunlap and his wife, their best personal friends were Franz and Kate Stone. Franz 

was the grandson of Franz [Theodore] Stone, who the lab is named after, and the lab had 

been donated to OSU by Julius Stone, who was a member of the Trustees and had 

purchased the island from the heirs of Jay Cooke and donated it to OSU and asked that it be 

named after his father. So through Franz and Kate, in fact, most of our research experiences 

for undergrads are financed with an endowment that they created. That’s our largest 

endowment, in fact. It’s just under $500,000, that one endowment. We don’t have any giant 

endowments, but they are all extremely helpful. Franz was Uncle Franz and Aunt Kate to 

Shirley Bowser. Shirley was very helpful for us, instrumental in fact, in bringing up Franz 

and Kate a number of times. Shirley really liked what we were doing, and she felt that it 

was very important work and helped us with fundraising. She went on to become Chair of 

the Board of Trustees, and then became President of the Kellogg Foundation, and through 

Kellogg, was helpful in creating the Dunlap Endowment. She did it in a way that is brilliant 

from a fund-raising strategy. I learned a lot from Shirley. She got us an award from 

Kellogg that came through the Columbus Foundation, that had to be matched by the 



Friends of Stone Laboratory. So the Friends got into this, and it doubles the value of the 

endowment. We use that to support our donor dinner. So all of this is going quite well.  

I want to go back a little bit to shortly after the Friends of Stone Lab were formed. We had 

through Sea Grant been advised by the National Sea Grant College Program to become part 

of OSU extension, which I did. And through OSU extension, we were advised that we 

should get private-sector advisory committees for each of our agents, which we did, about 

1980, ’81. And Fred Snyder up in northwest Ohio put together an advisory committee, and 

I believe the first chair of the committee was a guy named Jack Waldock from Waldock 

Investment Company in Sandusky. Jack is just an amazing person with many great ideas. I 

remember Jack, at the first meeting I was going through all of the things that Sea Grant was 

doing. We were really doing some great things. But we were having some severe budget 

challenges. And Jack asked, “Well, you have this federal funding. How long is that federal 

funding guaranteed?” And I said, “Well, it’s year to year. It’s only one year.” And I 

explained that the program was started at that point about 15 years ago, but this is the Sea 

Grant College Program.  You know that’s basically the history, but it’s year-to-year 

funding. Jack’s comment back to me was, “How can you have all these vast ideas with a 

half-vast budget?” And he said, “We have to have more influence on the congressional 

delegation.” That’s where the Sea Grant funding comes from, the National Sea Grant 

College Program. So we decided to do a Congressional Day on Lake Erie. 

We hosted the first one in June of 1982 – Ohio Sea Grant’s Congressional Day on Lake Erie. 

First one in the country; nobody else was doing this, and to this day, nobody else does this. 

And every year we get awards from NOAA and the National Sea Grant College Program 

for our Congressional Day and it is considered a best-management practice that other 



programs should try to duplicate.  We did the first one in 1982 and it’s a two-day event 

with one overnight. We invite the Ohio Congressional Delegation and/or their aides to 

come up for this and we start at the Port Clinton Yacht Club. We had lunch there donated, 

and then we had arranged to get everybody to Put-In Bay. We had donated flights from 

Island Airlines and we flew everybody over on the [commuter airplane] Ford Trimotor, 

which everybody thought that was very neat.  We flew everybody over to Put-In Bay and 

then we gave them a bunch of information. We took them out on a research boat. We only 

had two congressmen officially come, but a bunch of aides came. And I learned something 

right there, that many times you are much better off speaking with aides than you are the 

congressmen, because they have so much more time for you and they pay so close 

attention. Some of them are very, very interested in what you are telling them. The first 

event in 1982 was very, very successful. [Then-U.S. Rep.] Delbert Latta came up with his 

wife. I still have a picture of his wife catching a perch. That was the most important fish 

we’ve ever had caught off of one of our boats!! Anyway, they had a great experience and 

we decided we would do the same thing the next year. So we did the same thing in 1983. 

And a few members of the state legislature contacted us and said, “Hey, can we come?” 

And we said, “Yes, sure, you guys come too.” So we had up there: Bob Boggs, no, [then-

Ohio Rep.] Ross Boggs was up, [then-Ohio Rep.] Fred Deering, [then-Ohio Rep.] Marie 

Tansey. The bottom line is it is definitely bipartisan.  

Lake Erie and science education, these are not partisan issues. I’ve always been an independent 

voter myself and I’m very comfortable with that. That’s the way I think it should be. That 

year we didn’t use the Ford Trimotor. We worked with the National Guard and had Huey 

Helicopters donated. And we took people out on over flights. I should go back to one thing 



on the first year to give you the impact of these things. We were showing them issues 

through the Ford Trimotor. I was doing a narration as we flew and we were looking down 

and I was saying, “Here’s an issue.” We happened to fly over East Harbor and there was a 

problem at one of the entrances. The entrance was too small and it was very hard to get into 

that entrance safely when there was any kind of a storm, and yet they were having trouble 

getting the funding from the [U.S.] Corps of Engineers to repair the entrance to this harbor, 

and we needed a safe harbor or a harbor of refuge in the case of storms. Well, as we flew 

over this particular day, there was a storm coming up. It was getting pretty windy, and we 

could look down from the Ford Trimotor at this harbor, and there must have been 30 boats, 

maybe more than that, but at least 30 boats lined up single file in a line trying to get into 

this harbor. 

 

Q. And time is ticking. 

A. There was a long line and time was ticking and they could look right down and see it. The 

next year the harbor was repaired with funding from the Corps [of Engineers]. And I know 

that it was Delbert Latta and Ed Weaver at the time was the other fellow, those two guys 

working together. So ’83 we had the state legislature join us, and boy did it go well. We 

had the congressional group again but a few legislators, a sprinkling. In ’84 we decided, 

let’s just open it up. We’ll change the name. Instead of Ohio Sea Grant’s Congressional 

Day on Lake Erie, we’ll call it Ohio Sea Grant’s State Legislature/Congressional Day on 

Lake Erie. We’ll invite the whole congressional delegation and the state legislature, a 

bunch of other important people, decision makers, officials, the head of ODNR [Ohio 

Department of Natural Resources] and OEPA [Ohio Environmental Protection Agency], 



etc. Another member of our advisory committee up there, John Hildebrandt, was the 

marketing director at Cedar Point, and he said,” This is a good group. We want to support 

this. We’ll close the Bay Harbor Restaurant.” That’s their main restaurant at Cedar Point, 

and instead of starting everybody with a lunch at the Yacht Club in Port Clinton, we’ll 

close the Bay Harbor Restaurant and we’ll donate a hot walleye lunch and dessert and 

everything for everybody in the restaurant.” Boy, it was fabulous, and basically Cedar 

Point has done that every year since 1984. We now do the program every other year 

because we’re burning out our volunteers. The entire thing is donated. They come up, have 

the lunch, they have an option of going over to Stone Laboratory and Put-In Bay, and that 

group goes out on a research boat and we show them around the island. If they don’t do 

that, their other option is to go out on donated charter fishing boats from other members of 

our advisory committee. And they spend a few hours charter fishing. Then they all come 

back together for a wine and cheese reception on Gibraltar Island, at Stone Lab. And the 

cheese is donated by Lake County Visitors Bureau. The wine comes from the Ohio Wine 

Producers. A donated  picnic dinner, a few more presentations, and we get the people off 

the island. And the donated dinner is from the Friends of Stone Lab. Get the people off the 

island by 7:30 and it’s just a tremendously successful event. The first one is ’82, second 

one is ’83. 

Other things that happened, in 1983: The legislature calls the staff and I go down and have 

lunch with Fred (Deering), with Dr. Herdendorf and he says, “We want to support you guys 

better.” And they created a line item for us in the state budget, and we’ve had a line item in 

the state budget every year since 1983. And a lot of that has to go back to the idea of trying 

to give these elected officials first-hand experience with this resource. We say Lake Erie is 



clearly one of the most important lakes in the world, easily the most important of the Great 

Lakes, and clearly Ohio’s most valuable natural resource. But a lot of people don’t realize 

what an asset it is, all the uses that we make of it, and the important issues that we need to 

deal with, like that simple one on the harbor. There are much more difficult ones than that. 

In 1990, we did our event and the focus at that point was that we needed to have a 

detergent phosphorous ban. We were putting way too much phosphorous into Lake Erie. 

[Then-Ohio Rep.] Dan Troy was on the finance committee for the state legislature, and 

Dan, from the Lake County area, had put in the bill to have the detergent phosphorous ban. 

We took people up, we showed them the problem, we took them out on the research boats 

and explained why this is happening, and if you want it to stop, here’s what you have to do. 

He got six more votes as a result of that program, and that’s why the ban passed.  

A lot of people don’t recognize the role that CLEAR or even why CLEAR was created when it 

was. In 1970, you have to realize that the Cuyahoga River caught fire in ’69, the height of 

pollution problems in the country. What a lot of people don’t realize is that was actually the 

fifth time the Cuyahoga River had burned. It had burned four times before that, but this one 

got a lot of publicity. And they also don’t realize why it got so much publicity. This was 

the summer of 1969. Time Magazine decides that they are going to have an environmental 

section in their magazine. The first environmental section comes out in August 1969, 

August 10th or 12th issue, and the first article, first pictures covered in the first 

environmental section of Time is the burning of the Cuyahoga River. But that’s not on the 

cover. So you have to go back to 1969 and figure out what’s going on in 1969. What would 

have been on the cover of that magazine? Most people think right away it’s the first man 

walking on the moon. And I said, “No, that was in the magazine, but that wasn’t on the 



cover.” So now you’ve got a magazine with the first man walking on the moon, and 

burning the Cuyahoga, but the cover of that issue was the whole unfortunate incident with 

[U.S. Sen. Edward] Ted Kennedy, Martha’s Vineyard, and Chappaquiddick, Mary Jo 

Kopechne. So, that’s on the cover, [and inside is the] first man walking on the moon, 

burning of the Cuyahoga River – it’s like the most popular issue of Time ever until that 

point. The next year, CLEAR is created. Now why is CLEAR created? CLEAR is created 

because the state legislature comes to Ohio State and says, “Now, you guys have almost 

4,000 faculty.” This is essentially what they say. “You have almost 4,000 faculty members. 

Can’t you do something to focus that attention on Lake Erie problems and issues?” The 

University responds by forming CLEAR. At the same time, it’s 1970, USEPA [U.S. 

Environmental Protection Agency] is formed, NOAA [National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration] is formed, and we have the first Earth Day. Lots of things happening.  

So we always talk about Lake Erie as being the poster child for pollution problems in the 

country. But what people often forget is that it’s also the best example in the world of 

ecosystem recovery; at least I would argue that it is. In 1976, it’s easy to show how Lake 

Erie was getting worse every year until about 1970. From ’70 to ’75, we stabilized the 

situation. From ’75 to ’95, things got better every year. And unfortunately since 1995, it’s 

been getting worse every year. CLEAR was literally instrumental. No one did more than 

CLEAR to bring about the recovery of Lake Erie. In 1969, we were putting in 29,000 

metric tons of phosphorous. Our models told us that in order to turn the lake around, we 

needed to reduce that loading to 11,000 metric tons. I’m a young guy when this is going on. 

I honestly don’t think that’s going to be possible. But we accomplished it [with help from] 

people like [U.S.] Sen. [George] Voinovich. We got a lot of federal support to improve 



sewage treatment, because it was a point source problem at that point (most of the 

phosphorus coming into the Lake was coming from point sources). CLEAR is doing all of 

this research on the phosphorous in Lake Erie, and it’s all based out of Stone Laboratory. 

We had a research vessel on loan with a grant from USEP called “Research Vessel Hydra,” 

the RV Hydra with our students and faculty members going out and doing all of this work. 

You look at the impact of this, in 1976 there are 34 charter captains on Lake Erie, and 

we’re harvesting 112,000 walleye per year from the Ohio waters. By the late 1980s, after 

we got the phosphorous down, by the late 1980s, we are harvesting five million walleyes, 

and the number of charter captains has increased to 1,200. 

Today, in Ohio it’s down to 800, which is still 40 percent of all the charter boats on the Great 

Lakes. I’ve put together statistics to help people understand this, how different Lake Erie is 

from the other lakes. It’s my 50-and-2 rule; that Lake Superior has about 50 percent of the 

water in the Great Lakes, but only 2 percent of the fish. Lake Erie has 2 percent of the 

water in the system because it’s so shallow, a very small lake compared to Lake Superior. 

The deepest spot in Lake Erie is 210 feet. The whole western basin is only 24 feet deep. 

Lake Superior is 1,333 feet deep. So it’s huge. Lake Erie has 2 percent of the water in the 

entire Great Lakes system, but it has 50 percent of the fish. So essentially, half of all the 

fish in the Great Lakes are in Lake Erie. We produce more fish each year out of Lake Erie 

than the other four combined. And it’s because of the work done by CLEAR to bring about 

that phosphorous reduction. But throughout all of this, what I always have to point out to 

people, it’s important for them to know, is that we have never passed a single regulation or 

law. But we try to provide the science behind the regulations and the laws. So the bottom 



line is the Congressional Day has gone extremely well. Friends of Stone Lab have been 

instrumental and very important.  

And maybe the last thing I should tell you is the big change up at the lab most recently. Until 

2009, we had been operating the lab with really four different vice presidents involved and 

three different programs, a very complex structure. [We] had the academic program that I 

was the head of, and I report to two different vice presidents. I’ll explain that in a minute. I 

report to Bobby Moser, Vice President for Agriculture, and Carol Whitacre, Vice President 

for Research. But then we also had Physical Facilities or Facilities Operation and 

Development. We had Student Life or Student Affairs, or Residence and Dining Halls. And 

a different vice president [for each]. So to get anything done, you had to get these multiple 

layers of approval. We have silly things, like [we] have FOD tools and [there also] are 

Student Life tools. And you can’t use anybody else’s tools. And so you have three sets of 

everything. Your supervisors. You’ve got three sets of supervisors. So, student affairs and 

FOD were reporting a combined annual operating deficit of $350,000 per year to run the 

lab. The University basically took everything and put it together, put it under the director, 

so that now all the FOD employees became Stone Lab employees. The Student Life [or] 

Student Affairs employees became the same thing. Those two offices, we use them both 

more for oversight, because they have a lot of expertise and capabilities that we need, but 

we run the whole thing ourselves. And we finance everything, so that basically I’m 

responsible for plumbing. I buy the water, I buy the electricity. It’s like [the Archives 

building]. I wouldn’t know how much it cost for all of these lights and I wouldn’t have all 

those lights on, I’ll tell you that right now. But I know how much it cost to heat things. I’m 

repairing all the boats, repairing the facilities. I’ve got $200,000 to replace five roofs this 



coming year. But what it also means is that, it’s all in one budget. And so if I’m spending 

money on lights, it means I’m offering less in scholarships for students, or maybe I’m able 

to offer fewer courses because I’m can’t hire the faculty. So it’s those kinds of trade-offs. 

And I said that FOD and Student Affairs have to generate basically all of their revenue 

from the use of the facilities, so they would charge us an amount to use the boats. Or, 

here’s how much we’re going to charge you for meals or for housing.  

And I had been the President of the National Association of Marine Laboratories because I had 

been doing this for a long time. There are 140 marine labs around the country. On the Great 

Lakes, Stone Lab is the premier lab. On the West coast, probably Scripps [Institution of 

Oceanography]. On the East coast, Woods Hole. None of the labs operated the way we 

were, with the three offices. And I said, every laboratory or biological field station (there 

are a lot of those around the country and Stone Lab is both, a marine lab and a biological 

field station), every lab uses volunteers. Every lab uses donations. Every lab gets grants, so 

that instead of just operating with, here’s how much you charge the users, you try to reduce 

those user fees by getting grants, by doing all of these other things, by enhancing the size of 

your endowments. I said, “I think we could take over the operation and if you give me five 

years to eliminate that deficit, I think we’ll be able to wipe out the deficit.” And they 

agreed. The University Provost and President agreed and Vice Presidents. We eliminated 

the total deficit the first year. And that’s just been a huge success story. This “one 

university” concept of everybody working together, rather than having so many separate 

systems, it’s a good way to work. I’ve talked way to long, Kevlin.  

Q. I just actually want to ask you a couple more questions if you don’t mind, because I think 

that you have generally answered some of the questions, but I’ve noticed that one of the 



things, one of my questions is that you’ve obviously gotten more and more away from 

research and [are] at full tilt administratively. And it seems like a large portion of your time 

is spent in fundraising and outreach. Is that how you saw your career going? You sound 

very passionate about it.  

A. Oh I am, but I’m passionate about the research, too. 

Q. You don’t do any research right now I’m assuming? 

A. It’s a different kind and I’ll explain it. I have still been involved with a number of active-

on-the-water kinds of research projects. But the last one like that that I really was involved 

with ended about 2000. And that one started in 1984. Again from a fisheries standpoint, the 

majority of the fishing was occurring on the Western Basin where there were all these 

islands and shoals. There was a lot of relief to the bottom, irregularities that attracted fish, 

whereas the Central Basin by Lorain and Cleveland has a flat bottom. Nothing could really 

cause the fish to congregate, so it was harder to catch them in the Central Basin. So we 

thought, well, if we were trying to do something to literally enhance the environment here, 

what we ought to try to do is think about constructing artificial reefs. And if we constructed 

artificial reefs, we could attract fish, and if we attracted fish, we would attract anglers and 

dollars. We had done a project in the early 1980s that was an economic project, to evaluate 

the impact of the Lake Erie Fishery. I always call it the best and most important biological 

project we ever did. Because what we found out was that the average walleye fisherman 

going to Lake Erie goes 7.7 times per year, stays 1.8 days, and spends something like $50 

per day in the community where he fishes. And we looked at the economic value of all this, 

and it’s like a billion dollars, the impact that it is having. And down in the legislature, this 

is not just a recreational pursuit, this is big business. We further enhanced that by 



supporting our first fall fishing invitational for outdoor writers. This was maybe in ’83 or 

something, anyway during the 1980s, the first fall fishing invitational for outdoor writers. 

The idea was to show them what the fishing experience was like and it was not just a spring 

or a summer experience, you could have a great time fishing in the fall. And have those 

outdoor writers do all kinds of PR and writing nice articles. One of the things that came 

from that was Sports Afield magazine designated Port Clinton and Sandusky as one of the 

top ten fishing spots in the world, which helped a bunch.  

Q. You were talking about the research project you were doing in 2000. 

A. In ’84, we started what we called “Artificial Reefs.” So what we did was identify the 

locations along the bottom of Lake Erie, and I worked with our extension agent in Lorain, 

Dave Kelch, he’s kind of like Mr. Artificial Reef, because these were all in his district. So 

the first one went in in Lakewood and we had all kinds of media involved. We got the 

permits from the Corps of Engineers. I worked with the Ohio Department of Natural 

Resources to get the permits in the name of the Department of Natural Resources, so then 

any business that donated material for the reef could claim a tax deduction. These were all 

financed through our OSU Research Foundation. The Cuyahoga County Commissioners 

donated $62,500 to construct reefs. We have currently now constructed ten between Lorain 

and East Cleveland or maybe Euclid. The last three went in and were completed about 

2000, and when the last three went in, we had worked with the City of Cleveland and when 

they tore down the old Cleveland Browns stadium, we took the clean brick rock and 

concrete rubble, same materials we had used on the other reefs, and constructed our 

artificial reefs from the old Cleveland Stadium. And the biological research, fisheries 

research, that we’ve done on the reefs, show that they attract 12 to 66 times as many fish as 



the surrounding area. And they pay for themselves economically 2.75 times each year. So 

these are very, very beneficial. 

The spot where we constructed the reefs in Lorain with donations from the Polish Fishermen’s 

Club in Lorain, that club donates scholarships to Stone Lab, this is a very, very important 

and good club. That particular site became so popular that downtown Lorain, where they 

had two broken-down launch ramps, built six really nice new ramps and businesses in 

downtown Lorain, with all kinds of boats coming in buying gas and all kinds of things. 

They’ve got little restaurants down there and tackle shops. Rebirth to Lake Erie – not only 

did we have more fishing but when we look at marine-related businesses along the 

shoreline, we went from 207 in 1977 to about 425 today. On Monday of this week, in fact, 

the Lake Erie Marine Trades Association hosts the Cleveland boat show, the largest event 

of its kind on the Great Lakes, I believe – clearly in Ohio. And it’s at the IX [International 

Exposition and Convention] Center downtown, and they designated Martin Luther King 

Day as Lake Erie Day at the show, with one dollar from all the people who attended going 

to Ohio Sea Grant and Stone Lab. We were up there doing a bunch of talks on the lake. I 

was talking about significant issues. But we were also able to get $10,000 from the Lonz 

Foundation and a $10,000 gift from two sisters in the name of their father. And they’ve 

asked us to match those gifts. So we’ll use funds from the Lake Erie Day to help match 

their gifts, along with next Wednesday we have our winter program. And we do a silent 

auction with all of the materials donated that we auction, and that will all be used to match 

their gifts, also.  

But in any event, my research was very active with the artificial reef stuff. Since then, I haven’t 

really been doing what I would call wet work or in-the-water work, and even that work 



wasn’t that wet. I do lots of administrative running of our research program,  and I’ve 

continued to do that. Our federal funding from Sea Grant this year is about $1.2 million, 

$1.3 million, sometimes $1.5 million, depending on how many different grants we get. We 

had started with $128,000, and it has been annual funding since 1978, so it’s very 

important. This grant has to be matched, and we get that match from the state legislature 

and their line item to us. If we put our whole program together right now, we’re about a $5 

million-a-year program, including the things that go on at Stone Lab. That’s pretty close to 

where we are. But my research, the grant that I just got, in fact, it arrived earlier this week, 

is a synthesis project. And what I’ve been doing for a number of years now, essentially 

what happens when you’ve worked in any one place for as long as I have, it happens to all 

of us, you have this corporate memory. 

Q. I can tell. 

A. I see where the lake has been and I see how the pieces fit together. So in ’09, USEPA and I 

had been highlighting six critical issues affecting the lake, the six biggest problems. One 

being sedimentation, another one being nutrient loading that’s causing harmful algal 

blooms and the loading of phosphorous – same thing that caused the problem back in the 

’70s, it’s what causes the problems like we had at Grand Lake St. Mary’s this year – 

exactly the same. We solved that problem in the ’70s by reducing phosphorous loading, but 

since 1995 phosphorous loading has been increasing again. So right now I’m trying to get 

that phosphorous loading reduced because it’s causing harmful algal blooms. These blooms 

of blue green algae, they produce toxins, and you get enough of it, it will kill you. And they 

are occurring now every year and they have every year in Lake Erie for about the last ten 

years. We need to get that reversed. I was able to encourage the USEPA Great Lakes 



National Program Office, to put some funding into this and they came out with a call for 

proposals to address similar issues.  

So what I can do now through Sea Grant, because through Sea Grant I have now funded over 

250 different principal investigators at over 20 different colleges and universities. So I 

know who a lot of these people are, and I’m also the U.S. co-chair of the Council of Great 

Lakes Research Managers for the International Joint Commission between the U.S. and 

Canada. So I know who most of the people are. And I just called our Lake Erie group 

together and said, “Rather than each of you submitting individual competitive proposals, if 

you’re interested, we could put together a collaboration and submit team proposals with 

everybody working together and basically sharing our results, and in the process the sum 

would be greater than the total of the individual parts.” So we submitted the proposals and 

they were all funded. And my role now is to lead the synthesis of the results of those 

projects and what we’re trying to do or what I’m trying to do with a lot of help from other 

people, is write up these results, not so much in a scientific fashion, but in a fashion that 

would be clear and concise and understandable to elected officials and decision makers and 

managers, to enhance the impact of the work. So that’s the kind of research I do. I probably 

do more speaking and a lot of outreach on it, but it’s also a lot of synthesis of the results to 

tell the whole story of the impact of the research that’s being done, or to try to do that. Do 

you have anything else? 

Q. Well, I have just a couple of things that are sort of sidetracks. One is the Cooke Castle on 

the island. I wanted to ask you about that because, coincidentally, John Kleberg brought in 

some materials recently and I saw a couple of pieces of correspondence either with your 

name in it or with you cc’d on an e-mail or something. So it sounds like you’ve had some 



involvement in the restoration efforts that haven’t unfortunately gotten as far as they could 

with the Castle. But I don’t know what your role is in that. 

A. Again, my first experience with the Castle was as a student in 1971. My room was on the 

third floor of the castle. 

Q. That’s when it used to be a dorm. It was closed … 

A. It was the men’s dormitory until 1985. I still blame Herdendorf for leaving just as the 

construction was starting. He took his sabbatical year when we had gotten funding from the 

state legislature as a result of our Congressional Days and State Legislature Day, to replace 

our dormitories. We put in a new dorm called Harborview: 12 rooms, 4 students per room. 

Renovated the dining hall. Got another gift, an award, from the legislature in 1989, that did 

a bunch of stabilization of the shore line for erosion issues, brought in new water treatment 

to the island, reverse osmosis. New sewage treatment. Every time we meet with groups on 

the island we’re showing the people Cooke Castle and telling them what my vision is for 

how it should be used. I believe I got the first funding in about ’96 or ’98, last funding, 

basically in two different pieces from the state legislature, to renovate the building. And the 

way I got that is interesting also. I had brought up a member of the state legislature to 

participate in a workshop on the island. I can’t remember what workshop it was. But 

anyway, this particular member of the legislature was Bob Latta, who was the son of 

Delbert Latta, the first person who had been at our Congressional Day as a congressman. 

And Bob Latta is now serving in, I believe, his second term as a congressman in the same 

district that his father did, from Bowling Green. But Bob really loves Lake Erie and loves 

what goes on at Stone Lab. Bob’s daughter has come up and taken courses at Stone Lab. 

He’s also a history buff. And so when he sees the history of Cooke Castle and what it could 



be, and we’d take him on the tours, he was one of the leaders in the funding effort for the 

Castle. Chris Redfern who is now Chair of the Democratic Party for Ohio, Chris was our 

local State Rep up in that area. Chris was a very strong supporter of this effort, along with, 

I’m trying to think of past people: Daryl Opfer, noted state rep from that area. Daryl’s 

daughter now works, I think it’s Daryl’s niece, now works for us, and she’s a NOAA 

employee, the head of marine debris programs for the Great Lakes. But in any event, the 

legislature, in a couple different allocations, got us about a million dollars that we used to 

completely renovate the exterior of the building, which is extremely important. John 

Kleberg has been really helpful on this, because John is just an amazing history buff. And 

he’s held a number of important positions here at the University. And he’s one of these 

people that everybody who has worked with John likes him. And so when we now do any 

open house, when we do our Congressional Day or State Legislature Day, we open the first 

floor of the Castle, and people go through the Castle. And they see where Cooke studied. 

This is where John Brown, Jr. did some of his writing. And some amazing old pictures, 

because one of Cooke’s son’s was an avid amateur photographer. As I’m getting the money 

to do this, John is working within the University to make things run smoothly, to make 

those dollars go further, and many times supplement those dollars with funding from other 

places. That’s what John has done. And also giving us just some really great information 

that we can share about the history of the Castle and Cooke’s involvement up there.  

My ultimate goal right now is to complete the design that we have financed, and this was with a 

lot of help from [OSU] Student Life and [former OSU administrator] Don Denney, who 

just passed away. We got basically an architectural plan that would divide the Castle into 

13 suites. I describe it to people as similar to the way the Grand Hotel looks at Mackinaw 



Island. When it was a men’s dormitory you had a bunch of us in rooms and there would be 

a central bathroom. There were only showers in the basement of the Castle, and it was 

really the pits. We wanted to put suites with two people per room, 13 rooms, and a 

bathroom in each room. We had to add a small elevette [elevator], I think it was called, but 

basically so that we could do a little bit of cooking in the basement and bring the food up 

from the bottom. But we also wanted to make the first floor handicapped-accessible with a 

couple of handicapped bedrooms. And then we’d be able to accommodate groups of 26 

people, for really influential workshops. 

We’re fortunate that I’m able to bring up to the lab some very influential groups right now. 

What I’m trying to do is use that location, use the work we do, enhance the impact of that 

work by better explaining it to decision makers or the people who influence decision 

makers. And I think I can attract both of those groups better if I had the Castle renovated. 

So that’s what I would really like to do with the Castle. But some of it is timing, I just don’t 

have enough time to do all of the fund raising. If anything disappoints me right now, it’s 

very easy for me to point out all the successes. But I could also point out a lot of missed 

opportunities that literally we weren’t able to take advantage of because we just don’t have 

time. You know, it’s funny, very honestly, people look at what I do and the schedule that I 

keep, and they respond in either one of two ways: One is they would say, “I can’t believe 

that you keep that schedule. You’re crazy.” Or, they say, “I can’t believe they pay you to 

do this.” Honestly, it’s one of those two ways, because much of what I do people say, “This 

can’t be work. This can’t be work.” 

Q. This leads me to my last question actually because you’ve been there since you were first a 

student, for 40 years, probably going on, I can’t do the math right now, a lot of years as an 



employee. So most people would be thinking of retirement but you always seem to be 

looking to the future in terms of Stone Lab and Sea Grant. Do you plan to ever retire? Do 

you think about life after this and what you would be doing?  

A. Yes. I’m thinking right now that I’ll definitely retire by 2015. I don’t think I’ll retire before 

then. Some part of what I do I really like a lot. I still see a challenge. I see so many things 

that need to be done that haven’t been done. It’s a real double-edged sword. One side: I 

worry [because] I have a commitment, I have a whole lot of people that depend on me to 

try to get funding for key positions and keep things going. And a whole lot of students that 

depend on that funding. I worry about losing that or maintaining that or people losing jobs. 

But the other side of me absolutely, we’re still accomplishing significant things. I get a lot 

of personal satisfaction from this. I’m fortunate in that, again maybe blessed is a better 

word, because I’ve never felt that it was, I’ve always felt like I’ve got more personal 

recognition than I deserved. And that almost none of this could be accomplished without a 

whole bunch of other people, if not leading, then at least doing big pieces of it. But there 

are so many people that go through life and they, or they leave work and wonder, “What 

did I accomplish today? What did I get done? What good did I do last year?” I never feel 

that way. I’ll feel bad for the things that I don’t think I did well enough. And I’ll be real 

honest with you, when I first started this, maybe this will tell you a little bit about me, but 

my biggest worry was Putty [Loren Putnam], then you had Herdendorf, I sure as heck hope 

I don’t screw this up. But there is that worry. I think everybody has that whether they admit 

it or not. I hope I don’t blow this. It’s too important. I think there’s a lot of truth also, I 

think good people feel this way, that I don’t consider myself that important but I certainly 

consider this work really important. And so I worry about that, and if I retired, would I still 



be able to have satisfaction? Would people even care anything about my opinion? Would I 

be bored to death? And I think everyone has those exact same questions when they’re 

thinking about retiring. 

There are a lot of other things that I hope to have opportunities to do. I do a lot of reviewing 

programs right now around the country. That’s fun. And a lot more, I have a big influence 

on things that happen in the Great Lakes, pretty big influence on things that happen in the 

country as far as projects. And that’s very stimulating. But I would like less stress. Yes, I 

would like that very much. So the next four years, probably. I’ll be 65 and I hope my health 

continues to be good. That could change things drastically. I’ve got a great staff and I’ve 

been literally blessed. I report to Bobby Mosier and Carol Whitacre, great people, just great 

people. Jan Weisenberger, Melissa Krieger, Jan over in Research and Melissa over in Ag 

help us so much. Michael DeWeese over in the Office of Research really helps with 

budgeting stuff. President Gee has been up to the lab a number of times. The first time up 

there with his daughter and first wife, when he first became President. I’ve had a whole lot 

of Presidents up there. 

Q. Yes, you have. 

A. Enarson was the first one I remember having up.  

Q. I bet he enjoyed it. 

A. He did. But I was a young guy at that point. I had very little involvement with him. That 

was mostly Herdendorf. I was facilitating things. My first interaction with a President on 

campus was in 1972. I had gotten an award, I think I had been inducted into the research 

honorarium in Ag, Gamma Sigma Delta, or else it was Sigma Xi, one of those things, and a 

different research society. But anyway, I went to a dinner at Fawcett Center and I 



remember wondering, “Where’s President Fawcett,” as I accidentally backed into him and 

spilled coffee on his arm. That was my first interaction. And as a college student, could I 

have done anything more klutzy?  

Q. I bet President Gee knows your name now, knows who you are. 

A. Oh yes, yes. One of the things that most people recognize is that budget-wise we are just a 

tiny, tiny little thing at Ohio State. But the impact that we have and the recognition that we 

bring to the University, is very, very big. In a typical year, there would be over 300 

newspaper articles written about what we do. I’m proud to be quoted in about 50 or 60 of 

them. In real estate, it would be location, location, location. When Julius Stone donated the 

lab, there’s a note from him, and in that note it says something about how this lab should be 

used for biological and fisheries research, and that this location on an island, on the border 

of the Western and Central basins, should be the best location in the world to put a research 

station, a biological laboratory. You can’t beat it. From a student standpoint, from a visitor 

standpoint, you walk out the front door of your classroom and a boat is waiting right there 

to take you out on the water. You get off your boat and you carry your stuff into your lab. 

The access is wonderful. And I’m a real promoter of biological field stations and marine 

labs for that reason. They do have an impact on people’s lives and they are great places to 

work and to study. There are a whole lot of other things we could go over. I feel like I’ve 

talked too long.  

Q. You haven’t. You’ve given a really good, I think, general history of the lab and of your 

career, even though we really didn’t delve into the scripted questions. But I thank you. 

You’ve really hit the marks of what we were trying to talk about here. I get the sense that, 

well, first of all, Stone Lab has come a long way since you first started there as a student.  



A. Oh yes, one of my goals has always been to leave everything in a much better position than 

it was when I got it, and to make the next Director’s job easier than mine was. When I say, 

from NOAA, federal Sea Grant, our funding is $1.2 to $1.5 million dollars per year, but the 

whole program is, say, $5 million. In order to do that, just as if you were trying to manage 

your investments and try to diversity your investments, I try to do the same thing with our 

revenue streams for Stone Lab, because in no year will they all be up, or very seldom, but 

hopefully in no year will they all be down. And it tends to level off so you don’t see the big 

peaks and valleys. It’s what hurts a lot of other programs around the country when they 

have too much of a focus or dependence on any one revenue stream. So using donations, 

volunteers, grants from a number of other places, we still get what I consider a very good 

support from the University. Ohio State has been, they really don’t appreciate the role Ohio 

State plays in Ohio. The role we played on Lake Erie with our Sea Grant funding, I can 

give a grant to any other school in the state, Ohio State won’t charge any indirect costs on 

that grant. And we are one of the few programs at the University that’s allowed to do that. 

So any decision that I make can be based solely on the quality of the research, the 

significance of their problem being addressed. So therefore, it’s very beneficial to all of 

these other colleges and universities that we have a Sea Grant program here at Ohio State. 

They all come up, their students come up and take our courses at Stone Lab, and they are 

just paying standard fees. In the case of most of them, they’re saving money by taking 

courses at Ohio State. Our fees are lower than theirs for a lot of them.  

And you know, the synthesis research that I’m doing now. When I pulled together those 

projects, I had 25 investigators from 14 different institutions. They are all benefiting 

because of the way Ohio State allows us to operate and the kind of encouragement that we 



get. Most schools around the country are much more self-centered than Ohio State is. You 

guys hear stories like this all the time. I would love to have heard John Kleberg’s speech, 

with all the different hats he’s worn around here.  

Q. Yes, he was an interesting interview and he has had lot of hats. And you juggle a lot, too. 

And I appreciate your time. You are just a wealth of information. I appreciate it. Thank you 

very much. 

A. Let me tell you one more thing, actually two things. One thing, I forgot to tell you, this 

Great Lakes Aquatic Research Consortium. It was created in 1992, in response to a call for 

proposals from the Board of Regents, to focus on significant issues. It still exists, 12 

institutions involved. And it doesn’t cost them anything. It’s primarily a communications 

tool to help us better coordinate our activities and collaborate on proposals, because we 

know that a collaborative proposal is more likely to be funded than an individual one. The 

final one, you asked about my most influential professor, it might be John Crites, he was a 

good one, just passed away maybe two years ago. He was a parasitology professor. I 

always tell people that the course that I took from him was the best course and the hardest 

course I’ve ever taken in my life. But his way of teaching it was so interesting. We were 

talking about parasites, and he had personally had a number of these parasites during World 

War II when he was serving in Burma, just a tremendously interesting guy. One of those 

people that … probably really the designation of hero probably really fits on this guy. But 

you take his tests and if you got a 50 percent, that was probably an “A.” They were killer 

tests. He really made you work hard but you think back on it afterwards, that you learned 

so much, it’s amazing. But I was fortunate to have a lot of good professors and he’s 

definitely one of them. 



Q. Well, thank you again. I’m going to stop the recorder now. 

A. Thank you. 


