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Executive Summary TC "Executive Summary" \f C \l "1-2" 
343 people registered for and attended GOMACTech 2004. Out of these, 160 people returned completed attendee surveys, for a response rate of about 47%. The data from these responses was tabulated and analyzed, and is presented in this report to assist the Steering Committee in planning for future conferences.

Based on the survey results, it is clear that attendees are drawn to GOMACTech primarily because of the access to government vision and applications, followed closely by the technical content and quality of the papers and the opportunity to network with academic and industrial colleagues and government personnel.

Response Data TC "Response Data" \f C \l “1-2” 
1. Which sessions did you attend? TC "1. Which sessions did you attend?" \f C \l2 "1-2" 
By far the most popular session was Progress Towards Nanotechnology with 70 respondents, or 44%. The lowest attendance (other than 0) reported for any session was 3 respondents, or about 2%. The data is shown below in graphical format and included in Appendix A in tabular format with percentages for each session.

Because GOMACTech 2004 had three technical sessions running in parallel, you would expect that approximately 33% of the attendees would be in each session at any given time. Based on the survey response rate, that would be roughly 53 respondents in each session. The survey data indicates a reported average attendance of 33 per session, or more like 20% of the respondents. The percentage attendance data may be useful in evaluating the required size of meeting rooms for future conference venues.
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2. What topics you would like to see at future conferences? TC "2. What topics you would like to see at future conferences?" \f C \l2 “1-2”  

There were 90 blank responses and five responses indicating that the topical content of this year’s conference was good. The other responses are tabulated below and the raw responses are shown in Appendix A.

	Topic
	Votes

	DoD Requirements and Applications
	9

	MEMS, RF MEMS
	5

	Sensors (Including CBR)
	5

	Microsystems
	4

	Nanotechnology
	4

	Photonics, RF Photonics
	4

	WBG Semiconductors, Devices, and Circuits
	4

	New Starts, Briefings to Industry
	3

	No Change
	3

	Rad-tolerant Digital/ASIC/Memory
	3

	Advanced Packaging
	2

	Bio Tech
	2

	Homeland Security
	2

	Quantum Computing
	2

	Advanced Testing
	1

	Biometrics
	1

	Displays
	1

	High-efficiency Microwave SSPAs
	1

	IR FPA
	1

	LADAR
	1

	Laser Communications
	1

	Microwave Oscillators
	1

	Mixed-signal Design and Fabrication
	1

	Modeling and Simulation Wargaming
	1

	Remote Sensing
	1

	SiGe
	1

	Software Radio
	1

	THz Technology
	1


3. How would you prefer to receive the conference record (pick one)? TC "3. How would you prefer to receive the conference record (pick one)?" \f C \l2 “1-2” 
An overwhelming percentage of the respondents indicated that they would prefer to receive the conference record on CD. The percentages are almost exactly the same as in 2003.
	Print
	CD
	Both
	No Response

	8
	138
	4
	6

	5.0%
	86.3%
	2.5%
	3.8%


4. 4.
Is this your first GOMACTech conference? If not, what brought you back? TC "4. Is this your first GOMACTech conference? If not, what brought you back?" \f C \l2 “1-2” 
The conference was divided roughly equally between first-time attendees and repeat attendees.
	Yes
	No
	No Response

	74
	83
	3

	46.3%
	51.9%
	1.9%


5. Do you plan on attending future GOMACTech conferences? What other locations would you like GOMACTech to consider? TC "5. Do you plan on attending future GOMACTech conferences? What other locations would you like GOMACTech to consider?" \f C \l2 “1-2” 
The numbers here do not add up to 160 because of the possibility of multiple answers from each respondent. Percentages are based on the total number of respondents.

	Las Vegas

2005
	TBD

2006
	No

Response

	114
	50
	43

	71.3%
	31.3%
	26.9%


Interestingly, 44 or nearly 60% of the first-time attendees indicated plans to attend one or more future conferences. A number of future locations were suggested and appear in order of popularity below:
6. Please rate the following items as they relate to your GOMACTech 2004 experience: TC "6. Please rate the following items as they relate to your GOMACTech 2004 experience:" \f C \l2 “1-2” 
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	N/A
	No Response

	Plenary Session
	51
	46
	10
	3
	1
	27
	22

	Panel Sessions
	14
	29
	9
	1
	1
	47
	59

	Paper Sessions
	33
	67
	17
	4
	0
	10
	29

	Tutorials
	25
	17
	8
	2
	1
	60
	47

	Vendor Exhibits
	9
	39
	61
	12
	3
	11
	25

	Location
	62
	65
	17
	8
	2
	1
	5

	Networking
	36
	66
	22
	3
	1
	4
	28

	Facilities
	39
	58
	39
	8
	1
	1
	14

	Conf. Organization
	62
	62
	22
	4
	3
	0
	7

	Meals & Social Events
	67
	58
	21
	3
	1
	6
	4


Comments are included in Appendix A. Among the respondents that answered 1 – 5, this chart shows the weighted averages with high-low bars of one standard deviation.
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The following chart shows the complete data in bar chart format, to give a better feel for the distribution of the responses.
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7. How important were the following items in your decision to attend GOMACTech 2004? TC "7. How important were the following items in your decision to attend GOMACTech 2004?" \f C \l2 “1-2” 
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	N/A
	No Response

	Gov’t Vision and Applications Sessions
	86
	44
	9
	3
	5
	3
	10

	Panel Sessions
	13
	38
	29
	8
	9
	27
	36

	Paper Sessions
	60
	60
	14
	3
	3
	7
	13

	Tutorials
	11
	35
	31
	16
	12
	34
	21

	Vendor Exhibits
	8
	17
	45
	40
	23
	8
	19

	Location
	17
	41
	38
	27
	14
	9
	14

	Networking
	44
	63
	22
	9
	4
	5
	13

	Registration Fee
	3
	27
	45
	34
	25
	8
	18

	Meals & Social Events
	14
	30
	43
	30
	25
	10
	8


Comments are included in Appendix A. Among the respondents that answered 1 – 5, this chart shows the weighted averages with high-low bars of one standard deviation.
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The following chart shows the complete data in bar chart format, to give a better feel for the distribution of the responses.
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8. Do you have other comments or suggestions for improving future conferences? TC "8. Do you have other comments or suggestions for improving future conferences?" \f C \l2 “1-2” 
Appendix A  TC "Appendix A: Raw Responses" \f C \l "1-2" 
Attendance data by session.

	Session
	Attendees
	Percent

	Tutorial 1
	17
	10.6%

	Tutorial 2
	9
	5.6%

	Tutorial 3
	30
	18.8%

	Tutorial 4
	3
	1.9%

	Plenary
	45
	28.1%

	Session 1
	50
	31.3%

	Session 2
	40
	25.0%

	Session 3
	32
	20.0%

	Session 4
	34
	21.3%

	Session 5
	33
	20.6%

	Session 6
	47
	29.4%

	Session 7
	70
	43.8%

	Session 8
	19
	11.9%

	Session 9
	31
	19.4%

	Session 10
	41
	25.6%

	Session 11
	54
	33.8%

	Session 12
	32
	20.0%

	Session 13
	24
	15.0%

	Session 14
	41
	25.6%

	Session 15
	23
	14.4%

	Session 16
	37
	23.1%

	Session 17
	26
	16.3%

	Session 18
	41
	25.6%

	Session 19
	23
	14.4%

	Min
	3
	

	Median
	32.5
	

	Max
	70
	

	Average
	33.4
	

	Std. Dev.
	14.7
	


Raw responses for Question 2: What topics you would like to see at future conferences?

Ultra-low power components and systems. Include increased participation of NASA, DHS, and DARPA systems.

Nanotechnology and robotics

Polymorphic computing architectures

N/A

Trusted IC for defense update

More of the same

Environmental detection sensors

Foundry access for DoD technologies

High performance computing

Industrial and commercial communication applications

Optical communications

Sensors, nanoelectronics

Optoelectronics for computing and communication

Millimeter wave imagers

RF MEMS

Networks, remote sensing, more RF MEMS

MEMS/optical integration (bio, signal), mixed signal microsystems (RF, optical)

DARPA programs

Nanotech

Wide bandgap devices, phased array issues, program reviews

High altitude (airship) sensors, power, and telemetry

N/A

More panel sessions on controversial topics

DoD system requirements

More photonics

More on digital proc and re-config dig/rf syst

DSP applications, IC interfaces to CBR sensors, biochips, DNA analysis and sequencing aids

RF MEMS devices

All of the above

Tutorial on how the International Semiconductor Roadmap is developed

Device and/or systems needs for UAVs

Analog and digital signal processing

Space technologies, network centric technologies

Optical MEMS

Army related photonics

Future government new starts

R&D topics related to solar cells and spacecraft batteries, high-stability oscillators

MEMS

Nanotechnology, carbon nanotubes

Thought scope of topics was very good

Homeland security, sensors for NBC and WMD, unmanned vehicles and small robots, urban warfare, UGS

Foreign capabilities, future technology trends, threats, ‘weak links’, industrial policy and issues re: electronics

Report on EMP commission

System-on-a-chip microelectronics

I liked the mix this year

A little more on digital processing, advances in programmable systems

More antenna papers e.g. ultra wideband arrays

Nanotech-based sensors

Audio/video infiltration and surveillance, peacetime operations

More photonics

OSD AT&L session

Nanotechnologies and their applications

RF Photonics

High performance receiver

Packaging materials, thermal management novel concepts

Nanotechnology

More on packaging

Microwave photonics and optoelectronics on the same day as C2OI

Rad-hard microelectronics

Module cost reduction issues

Integration of photonics and electronics

MEMS and reliability for DoD applications in sensors and filtering

Good place for review of government research programs

More advanced technology and innovative system concepts

Reconfigurable electronics

No preference

Novel materials/processing
Raw responses for Question 4: Is this your first GOMACTech conference? If not, what brought you back?
Get in touch

Plenary speakers, location

I was invited to give a talk

Gov’t programs

Program reviews

Interest in GOMAC

Paper sessions

Speaker in session 18

Good papers, good customer access and attendance

To continue participating in DARPA programs

Tech sessions

Microwave photonics session

Technical contact, opportunity to interact with other participants

Subject matter

Participant

Required DARPA review

Food

Program review

DARPA

NMASP review!

Photonics, RFLICS, and other networking

Chance to interact with other attendees of note

Man our industrial exhibit and interest in technical sessions

Subject matter, other attendees

Good forum for customer contact

Relevant info to job

Not in current field of interest

Technical content, chance to listen to advanced technical programs, network

Government status and update

Technical briefings and interchange with attendees

RFLICS PI review

RFLICS PI review

Good meeting and good people to see there

Applicable technology reviews

Technical content

DARPA PI meeting

We were asked to give a presentation

Topics on website

Content

Curiosity

Content of conference and participants

Committee member

Good technical papers and DARPA reviews

DARPA PI review and sessions

Technical papers and networking

People

Contacts and papers

Advanced technology sessions, DARPA reviews

Present paper

Excellent papers and networking

Good and broad topics and technical presentations

Curiosity!

Review

Interest and giving a paper

Semiconductor topics

Future prospectives

Presentation

Tutorials, technical sessions, and networking

Great technical content – serious discussion of real issues

Topics, DARPA content

Overview of microsystems, status, government contacts

Sponsor request

Reviews of technical achievements, peer discussion

Raw responses for Question 5: Do you plan on attending future GOMACTech conferences? What other locations would you like GOMACTech to consider?
Arizona Phoenix, Tucson

Orlando

Seattle, Portland

New Orleans

Tucson, Los Angeles

Norfolk VA

Raleigh NC

Phoenix, Albuquerque

Baltimore, DC, Tampa Bay

Southern CA

Colorado Springs CO, Washington DC, San Diego CA

Baltimore

San Diego CA

Orlando

New Orleans

Boston MA

Tampa, Vail, Reno

Monterey CA

Monterey every two years

Seattle, New Orleans

San Diego

Washington DC, San Diego

San Antonio TX, Tampa, Orlando

Washington DC

Boston, Washington DC, Philadelphia, Denver, Santa Fe, Scottsdale AZ, Austin

Key West FL

San Antonio

Government or military installations

Orlando, Ft. Myers FL, Miami, Sioux Falls SD (Mt. Rushmore)

San Diego, Phoenix, Austin

Monterey

Hawaii

Sedona AZ, Palm Springs CA

Monterey, Sonoma/Napa Valley, Denver CO, Virginia

Hawaii

San Diego

Back to Monterey

Portland OR, Seattle WA

East coast, Orlando, San Diego, Key West

Southwest, Tucson, Santa Fe

Washington DC, Boston MA

Monterey, San Diego

San Antonio, Alexandria

Los Angeles, San Diego

Hawaii

San Diego, Seattle, Santa Barbara

San Diego

CALIFORNIA

Portland, Pittsburgh

Los Angeles, San Francisco, Seattle

Reno

Phoenix

Maui, San Diego

Nashville TN, east coast

Hilton Head SC, Austin, Miami, New Orleans

Orlando
Raw responses for Question 6: 

Excellent location – great weather

Need internet connections available in rooms

Pick a place that has more rooms and parking

HSARPA talk was great

Vendor

DARPA NMASP review was reason for attending

Panel session at lunch should be scheduled to stand alone session

Lunch is good, shouldn’t be so elaborate, prefer simpler. Need a cookie at afternoon break.

Session rooms need to be selected with more care – Regency was a disaster!

More time for discussions over lunch

Ballroom 3 too small and hot

We have been to Monterey many times!

Dinner at the Aquarium was super

Need more vendors. Free tutorials good idea for attendance.

Overall, good variety of topics and issues

Excellent show

Smallest paper session room too cramped

The room for Sessions 7 and 11 was completely inadequate; too small, door to outside with constant noise interruptive

Great show! Nice size

Need handouts or soft copies for tutorials

Aquarium ticket not included?! What is the $450 paying for? Network connectivity was despicable. WiFi was extremely unreliable, no high speed in the room, phone connections were noisy and virtually useless

Too cold – air conditioning on too high

Outstanding program

Session 7 should have been in a larger room. Regency too noisy (outside entrance).

Verification of citizenship/residency was confusing

Best coffee! (Hey, important stuff first!). Very well organized – excellent facility

One room was too small

Nothing was very impressive. Why this hotel and not a better one e.g. Marriott or Doubletree? This Hyatt is a dump.

NDA on web was difficult to comply with. Reason for NDA unclear. I personally would follow the NDA anyway without signing or knowing about it.

Room capacity too small for some sessions

Well done
Raw responses for Question 7: How important were the following items in your decision to attend GOMACTech 2004?
Though networking wasn’t the deciding factor, this is 2004 (high-speed in rooms?)

Paper sessions not that critical to me because I am business development, but paper sessions should remain focus of GOMAC

Nicest comment received was how a paper translated into new business for a small company. How do we capitalize on this?

Nice to have the wireless hub in the break area. Nice to have government views during lunch.

Good food

Including Homeland Security topic was a big incentive to attend

Very good conference overall

Bigger meeting room, Ballroom III too small and hot

More government participation – keynotes

Loved aquarium

Really want to see where the government wants to go and what they are looking for

Fees a bit high
Raw responses for Question 8: Do you have other comments or suggestions for improving future conferences?
Best ever session organization, in particular Session 7. Well done! Award should be given to organizer

I really appreciated your setting up the wireless Ethernet hub

Separate from DARPATECH or be part of it. Too close together.

Please ensure that the next location has high speed internet connections in hotel rooms

Management and sales want CDs which they lose. Techies use proceedings to write notes on Figs. etc. Who is your audience?

Monterey is a beautiful place but hard to get to. I’ll come back with my wife when I get some travel time.

Vendor hours were too long. Too much dead time during technical sessions.

Great weather!

GOMAC approached Atmel to present a paper and we gladly supported the request. This is the only conference I know of where we must pay to present. Requests for advance copies of the NDA were no responded to. No wonder GOMAC is hurting for participation. We do not plan to attend additional GOMACs under these terms.

Great conference! An excellent opportunity for feedback and input on future projects.

This GOMACTech was of the highest quality on papers than other GOMAC meetings.

Printing all co-authors, sometimes 2nd company has been dropped (DARPA PI teams, other sessions too)

For better attendance, location should be easier to get to. Attention to date and location of other conferences for competition?

No

Need to build a better vendor exhibition or none at all. If NG does evening, perhaps others could sponsor breaks to improve content. Where is Raytheon, Lockheed Martin, and Boeing? Breakfast should have healthy alternative. Thursday remains the kiss of death in regards to attendance. The conference is too small.

More technical depth

It’s difficult, but with multiple parallel sessions it would be good to be a bit firmer about keeping the paper presentations on time.

Plenary session include a speaker on “way out of the box” thinking.

Great conference!!

Why Las Vegas?

Have more panel discussions

Reduce registration fee. Eliminate “resort” fee. Stay at or below government hotel rate.

More sessions like Urban Warfare and FCS with an integrated operational theme.

Thought conference overall was very good

More government participation from DOT/DEA/NASA/DOE/even EPA/NIST/ etc…

Scaling for technology is progress however it should be avoided for presentations. Suggest presenters be required to use readable charts or the charts be provided to attendees.

Make a concentrated effort to get more vendors to exhibit their products at future conferences.

Special thanks to Ralph Nadell – a superb “job well done” as always

Nanoelectronics session should have more seating capacity

The site selection team should carefully consider IT connectivity for all future GOMAC sites. This year’s site was woefully lacking in the ability to do anything as rudimentary as check e-mail. WiFi is a must for events such as GOMACTech. Wired broadband should be a minimum.

Bigger rooms for some talks

Please include panel talk that shows how technology from “GOMAC Funding” has been actually utilized in a product (i.e., real-life utilization).

No

More on devices

Provide notepads with the information provided during registration

Should not provide lunch – limits government personnel options. Affordable breakfast needed. Add a few sessions on major DoD program, technology roadmaps, and applications.

No

None

Include social in registration fee. Include verification form for citizenship so it can be signed by company rep and sent in early.

I’d like to see more of an emphasis on government overviews – maybe an hour luncheon pitch for each branch.

Appears to be a low turnout. Why meet two weeks after HEART at same location? Should have co-located. Need more exhibitors! Why so few? Obviously problems there.

Thank You!

No

Fees a bit high. Size room by number of attendees.

The focus shift of GOMAC has left the true target audience of GOMAC in doubt. A clear statement of purpose would be helpful to all.
  TC "Blank Response Form" \f C \l "1-2" 
(This page left blank for future inclusion of the survey form as distributed)
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