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IN MEMORIAM: ROBERT (BOB) M. WOOD
James Houran

Many other people could have—or perhaps should have—prepared this remembrance, but I selfishly wanted to do 
it. You see, the late 1990s brought the opportunity for me as a young frontier scientist to research new aspects of the 
Roswell UFO incident of 1947. This led to a paper that later appeared in JSE. One of the firm but fair reviewers of that 
early work later opened a dialogue with me. We disagreed on some points related to this famous case, but he encour-
aged me nonetheless not to be afraid to engage with controversial topics or to face any aftermaths that might accom-
pany it. This was my heartfelt introduction to Bob Wood, and little did I know about his strong presence and influence 
within the UFO community. Over time I came to fully understand the extent of his passion and the sincerity with which 
he held his beliefs. Likewise, Bob was widely known and respected even by his critics as a supreme gentleman. His son, 
Ryan S. Wood, informed the SSE that Bob, aged 96 years old, died on August 26, 2024, from cardiopulmonary arrest. 
Although I had not corresponded with Bob for 25 years or more, the news of his passing was still deeply felt. 

Ryan graciously shared details about his life and career that were new and eye-opening to me. Born on April 4, 
1928, in Ithica, New York, Bob’s journey through life was characterized by a relentless pursuit of knowledge and a deep 
commitment to uncovering the truths that lie beyond our immediate understanding. His academic journey began with 
a B.S. in Aeronautical Engineering from the University of Colorado in 1949. He furthered his education by earning a 
Ph.D. in Physics from Cornell University in 1953. His early career saw him working for General Electric Aeronautics and 
Ordnance, followed by a two-year stint in the U.S. Army at Aberdeen Proving Ground. In 1956, he joined Douglas Air-
craft, which later became McDonnell Douglas, and eventually Boeing, where he spent 43 years. During his tenure in the 
aerospace industry, Bob was involved in numerous ground-breaking projects. His work included the thermodynamics 
of missile cooling, managing independent research and development projects, antigravity research and investigations, 
designing radars to discriminate between Soviet ballistic missiles and their decoys, and contributing to the Space 
Station’s development. He also played a pivotal role in promoting the Delta launch vehicle as NASA’s workhorse for 
orbital payloads.

Bob’s interest in UFOs began in the late 1960s when he led a proprietary project aimed at understanding how UFOs 
“worked.” This Boys in the Back Room (BITBR) project employed the late Stanton Friedman and had funding that equated 
to $4.5 million in today’s currency. Ultimately, this blossomed into a lifelong passion, and upon his retirement in 1993, 
he became extremely involved in the forensics of authenticating the “Majestic-12” UFO trove of documents. Moreover, 
Bob was a long-time Director of Research for the Mutual UFO Network (MUFON) and served as a physics consultant for 
the Aerial Phenomena Research Organization (APRO). He was also a counselor to the Society for Scientific Exploration 
and a member of the American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics since 1947. His scholarly contributions includ-
ed authoring numerous articles on UFOs and the ground-breaking 1968 AIAA talk “Giant Discoveries of Future Science.” 
He authored, edited, and contributed to several books—Alien Viruses (2013), Selected by Extraterrestrials (2015) by fel-
low Douglas Aircraft employee Bill Tompkins, and the Encyclopedia of Flying Saucers (2023) by Vernon  Bowen.

Many leading ufologists disagree with the perspectives and conclusions that Bob advocated later in his life, and I 
also tend to sympathize with his critics. But his many personal and professional qualities should inspire future gener-
ations of researchers and enthusiasts—namely, curiosity, boldness, dedication, integrity, and passion. His relentless 
pursuit of knowledge and eagerness to debate provocative ideas were consonant with the founding goals of the SSE 
and an exemplar for the UFO community. Simply put, Bob Wood exemplified for me and many others the attitude of a 
true “maverick scientist.”  Rest in peace, our SSE comrade in arms.
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JSE AUTHOR GUIDELINES - UPDATED MARCH 2023
Submit to: journalofscientificexploration.org

JSE publishes Regular Articles, Literature Reviews, Student and Citizen Science papers, Brief Reports, Book and 
Multimedia Reviews, Essays, and Letters. Invited content in these categories is also published periodically. Please en-
sure that your submission meets APA Guidelines (7th edition) and conforms to the parameters below. 

There are no strict word limits, but guidelines for different types of submissions are given below. In all cases, authors 
should be as clear, direct, and concise as possible in their presentations. The Editor-in-Chief reserves the right to man-
date revisions to the lengths of accepted papers in the interest of readability, accessibility, and space. 

Contributions can be empirical research, critical or integrative reviews of the literature, position papers, policy 
perspectives, or comments and criticisms. Studies can adopt diverse methods, including qualitative, ethnographic, 
historical, survey, philosophical, case study, quantitative, experimental, quasi-experimental, data mining, and data 
analytics approaches.

A. REGULAR ARTICLES (11K WORDS MAX) 

Primary research or interesting and important theoretical papers that foster the diversity and debate inherent to 
the scientific process. This entails novel or innovative ideas that have some ‘fragmentary’ experimental or empirical 
support but which can be evaluated with logic and open-mindedness to present academia with provocative hypothe-
ses that would otherwise be rejected by most conventional journals. Additional requirements are as follows:

1. All empirical results that have not been replicated should be called ‘preliminary’ with the findings treated as such. 
Peer-review and publication priority will be given to studies that are (a) pre-registered or (b) replications. Note that 
‘replication’ can involve repeating the research procedure in a (nearly) identical separate study to be reported with-
in the same paper (e.g., ‘Study 2: Replication’). Or, large datasets can be divided randomly into ‘Training’ and ‘Test 
(or Validation)’ sets, i.e., the research findings presented are those results that replicated in the Test set. 

2. To promote stricter transparency and context for readers, all analyses where appropriate should provide effect size 
statistics in the form of direct percentages of either association (correlative analysis) or mean percentage differences 
(ANOVA, t-tests, etc.). In the case of correlative analysis, reported results shall report R2 to provide a covariance 
percentage estimate. Mean tests shall provide a ‘percentage change’ indicating the actual percentage change be-
tween groups (e.g., M = 3.44 Group 1 versus M = 4.02, in Group 2, on a five-point scale is calculated by the following: 
ABS [M1 – M2/5 (scale range)] = 11.6% shift or change in means). Standard effect statistics also are allowed, so long 
as the above percentage techniques are likewise reported. These statistics should be reported in results as ‘per-
centage effect’ and follow immediately after standard statistical analysis notation. For correlation, (r = .43, p < .01, 
percentage effect = 18%), for means tests (M1 = 3.44 versus M2 = 4.02, t = 3.443, p < .01, percentage effect = 11.6%).

B. SYSTEMATIC, NARRATIVE, AND SCOPING REVIEWS (12 K WORDS MAX)

All meta-analyses and systematic reviews should include a PRISMA flow diagram to clarify for readers how the ex-
clusion/inclusion criteria were applied to create the literature set under consideration: See http://www.prisma-state-
ment.org/ 

C. BRIEF REPORTS AND RAPID PUBLICATIONS (2K WORDS MAX)

These are usually pilot studies, direct or conceptual replication attempts of previous work, case studies, brief 
evaluations, reviews, or ‘citizen scientist’ efforts that are unique, first-time reports, with no more than two tables and/
or figures and 10 references. This rapid publication option is especially appropriate for graduate-level student studies, 
pilot or preliminary research, or descriptions of important new methods or instrumentation. These reports are subject 
to blinded peer review in the same manner as research articles. Authors should follow all requirements for longer man-
uscripts when submitting Brief Reports, including that they have not been submitted or published elsewhere. 

D. BOOK AND MULTIMEDIA REVIEWS (2K WORDS MAX)
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Structured for readability and utility in which the content is suitably contextualized and includes links to general 
model-building or theory-formation in the respective domain(s). Please use the following headers, or otherwise in-
corporate these themes into the review: (a) Author Disclosures; (b) Content Overview; (c) Pros, Cons, and the Book’s 
Contributions to the Literature; (d) Recommendation; and (e) References (if applicable). For an example, see: https://
www.spr.ac.uk/book-review/poltergeist-night-side-physics-keith-linder  

Multimedia reviews can cover films, documentaries, recorded presentations or symposia, video series and reports, 
websites that are comprehensive resources, software for scholars, and even peer-reviewed articles in other journals 
that are pertinent to frontier science. Submissions are now being accepted, and authors should note that these multi-
media reviews should include four components: (a) Introduction; (b)  Summary of the Media Content; (c)  Description 
of the Value of the Media to the Journal’s Readership; and (d) Critique of the Media. These components need not consti-
tute major sections, but each issue should be clearly addressed in the submission. We strongly encourage prospective 
authors to discuss their topic for a multimedia review with the subsection Editor P. D. Moncrief (pdmoncrief@yahoo.
com) prior to submission. 

E. ESSAYS (8K WORDS MAX)

Important conceptual or philosophical commentaries, observations, or arguments to spark constructive discus-
sion or debate relative to theory, methodology, or practice.

F. LETTERS TO THE EDITOR (1K WORDS MAX)

Must address substantive issues relative to recently published content in the Journal.

SUBMISSIONS (A) TO (C) AND (E) AS APPROPRIATE, MUST ALSO INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING 
SECTIONS:

1.  Highlights (i.e., lay summary) (50 words max). Placed at the beginning of the article before the scientific abstract, 
this is a short—1 to 3 sentences—bottom-line description of the paper. Avoid technical terms and prepare the 
comments akin to a published quote to a non-specialist or uninformed journalist or student about the researchers’ 
interpretation of the main results. 

2. Implications and Applications (~150 words max). Placed immediately after the Discussion section to succinctly 
summarize or suggest how the study’s methods or findings can potentially inform the study of other issues, anom-
alies, or fields of study, including interdisciplinary and multidisciplinary approaches.

3. Author Contributions (Contributor Roles Taxonomy). Please include this information within or following the Ac-
knowledgments section. Follow standard guidelines such as this one from Elsevier: https://www.elsevier.com/
authors/policies-and-guidelines/credit-author-statement. Also, please include ORCID numbers for authors where 
possible (on the online submission page). 

4. Data-sharing requirements. Primary (raw) data (redacted for confidential or personally identifying information) 
must either be (a) uploaded to a freely accessible repository for independent verification or analysis by qualified 
researchers and the URLs shared in the paper and in a section called Data Availability under the Acknowledgments 
section (the Journal can provide such space), or (b) otherwise provided to qualified researchers on formal request.

	




