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On Diversity and Adversity

S R&D budgets for aerospace programs have dwindled,
the industry has sought ways to diversify its activities,
and ATAA meetings have included many sessions on the ap-
plication of aerospace technology and systems engineering
principles to the various problems of our people and our cities.
This search for ways to apply systematic, scientific principles
to the definition as well as the solution of such problems can be
expected to lead, eventually, to magnificent accomplishments.
However, many of the resulting AIAA preprints and paper
submissions in this area have been shallow from a technical
standpoint. And, in this editor’s opinion, our journals should
continue to emphasize only those technical areas directly
involved in flight, space exploration, and the related disciplines
in hydronautics. Despite the current ebb in budgets, ad-
vances in these areas of primary interest to the ATAA surely
will continue to play a leading role in the advance of our civil-
ization. Therefore, papers dealing with the transfer of aero-
space technology to the socio-economie field and to other fields
of science or engineering should be published in our journals
only when they demonstrate some significant advance in the de-
velopment of, understanding of, or requirements for the aero-
space technology itself. Peripheral papers that do not meet
this criterion should not be submitted to the journals of the
ATAA. The corollary is that authors who do submit papers
to the journals should be sure that they are substantial in re-
spect to the foregoing criterion.

On Survey Papers

The October issues of our journals carried an announcement
that there will be an award of $750.00 to the author(s) of the
best survey paper submitted to each of the four journals dur-
ing the period July 1, 1967-September 30, 1968. The purpose
of these awards is to stimulate interest in this valuable cate-
gory of papers. The announcement stated that acceptable
papers will be published in accordance with usual Journal pro-
cedures for review of survey papers. Our judgment criteria
are a) thoroughness and balance in surveying and citing recent
literature, b) timeliness in the sense of being up to date and
covering a field of current and lasting interest to a sizable
number of readers, and ¢) appropriateness with respect to our
stated scope (see inside front cover).

A good survey paper has some depth relative to the specifics
of significant advances and the emerging truths or trends in
its subject area. The subject surveyed may be quite narrow,
if it can still meet these criteria.

We could not publish seriously overlapping papers in rapid
succession, and we will not normally expect to publish more
than one survey paper per issue. If you are preparing or
considering the preparation of a survey paper for submission
to us (and we hope that qualified authors are!), please write or
call Miss Susan Gritz at ATAA Headquarters, and she will put
you in contact with me or an Associate Editor to discuss our
requirements and possible scheduling.

A good survey paper can be invaluable to young engineers,
to busy technical administrators, and to engineers just enter-
ing the subject field, as well as to those already in the field who
find trouble keeping up with the literature. Are you ready to
make your contribution?

On Engineering Notes

Whereas a regular contributed paper should represent a
complete and substantial unit of work, and is subject to formal
review procedures, an Engineering Note, in contrast, is a
means for rapid and economical publication of new and useful
information of limited scope, including significant progress
items on a project yet to be completed.

The acceptance procedure for Engineering Notes in the
Journal of Spacecrafi and Rockets has gone through a cycle
since 1964. In the beginning, this editor judged all Notes,
and publication was indeed rapid, until the supply began to
exceed our page capability in 1965. It was decided then to
have all Notes formally reviewed under the direction of one
Associate Editor, thus exercising more specific and critical
judgment at the expense of speed. In 1967 it was decided
that all journals of the AIAA should again strive for rapid
publication of Notes, employing the intermediate process of
distributing the notes according to subject matter to the
various Associate Editors who would make their own judg-
ments without outside reviews whenever possible. With this
policy and the cooperation of the authors, we shall try to publish
worthy Notes approximately four months from date of re-
ceipt. (This time compares to the 6 to 12 months normally

incurred for full papers that are formally reviewed and gen-

erally require more extensive technical revision.) The deci-
sion of the editors on Notes is final; rebuttals by authors are
not invited and will be considered only when it appears that
the editors have made a genuine error in judgment on techni-
cal grounds.

The foregoing policy does not, for the Journal of Spacecrafi
and Rockets, prevent the editors from requesting that some
papers submitted by the authors as full papers be cut to
EN’s that concisely present the few novel and significant
points to be made. In these cases the criteria with respect to
scope and completeness will be exercised, even though publica-
tion may not be as rapid as desired for the EN category as a
whole.

The message to authors should be clear. If you have some
new and significant results of limited scope or an original and
important concept that has not yet been evaluated in depth,
submit a concise Note, properly prepared, with good, compact
illustrations. In follow-up respond promptly to any requests
that we may make for revision, and we will do our best to
publish the Note promptly. Allowable length will be judged
in relation to content but normally will not exceed % the
length of a full paper.
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On the Adversity of Editors

Sometimes we find it necessary to ask authors for re-revi-
sions of their papers or notes for one or more of three main
reasons: 1) they have not responded in either their revised
text or their letter of transmittal to the technical comments of
reviewers and/or editors; 2) they have not provided accept-
able illustrations (most often, the lettering is too small; some-
times simple and similar figures have not been combined as re-
quested); and 3) unnecessary verbosity, When this happens,
authors may picture us as unreasonable adversaries and vow
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never again to send us a paper. However, we continue to be
gratified by the kind acknowledgments of some who realize
that their papers have indeed been improved by the final re-
visions. Our only aim is to put out a lean, accurate, and
valued journal, publishing as many worthy papers as possible
within our page budget. How happy we would be if all
authors would take care of the three main faults during first
revision!

Gordon L. Dugger

Editor-in-Chief

Reviewers for Journal of Spacecraft and Rockets, January 1-October 1, 1967*

E take this annual opportunity to acknowledge, with great pleasure, the assistance received from reviewers.

Conscientious

review and constructive criticism of our papers is a vital part of our system, as indicated in our “Acceptance Procedure for
Archive Journals of ATAA,” which appeared in the first issue of each of our journals in 1965.

Thoughtful, detailed reviews are sincerely appreciated by both the authors and the editors.

viewer is carefully considered.

Every comment made by a re-

If the editors decide that a paper should be published (or rejected) against the advice of a reviewer,

it is done only after all evidence from the other reviewer(s) and the author has been carefully weighed. Even in such cases, you
probably will recognize that the quality of the accepted paper(s) has been improved as a result of your enlightened criticism.

For the help you gave us in 1967 and may give us in 1968 and in future years, we say a very warm “thank you.”
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