
 

 
 
 

 
 

EVALUATION REPORT OF THE 4TH MEETING – KRAKÓW, POLAND 
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1. What is your overall assessment of the way 
the programme was conducted during the 4th 

meeting in Kraków?
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2. Was the timing adequate for each of the 
sctivities in the programme?
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3. Was the time enough to discuss and review 
our SOS project?
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4. How was the welcoming ceremony?
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5. How did you find the hospitality of the school 
on the first day?
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6. How was the KAHOOT game activity?

a-adjusted to aims of the project

 b-was well-organized

c-relevant info was clearly delivered beforehand

d-engaged students

e-will be useful/ applicable to your school
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7. How was the trip to the open-air museum in 
Wygiełzów?

a-adjusted to aims of the project

 b-was well-organized

c-relevant info was clearly delivered beforehand

d-engaged students

e-will be useful/ applicable to your school
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8. How was the trip to Auschwitz and Birkenau 
Museum?

a-adjusted to aims of the project

 b-was well-organized

c-relevant info was clearly delivered beforehand

d-engaged students

e-will be useful/ applicable to your school
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9. How was the trip to the Salt Mine in Wieliczka?

a-adjusted to aims of the project

 b-was well-organized

c-relevant info was clearly delivered beforehand

d-engaged students

e-will be useful/ applicable to your school
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10. How was working in the ICT rooms preparing 
for the guided tours on the days to follow?

a-adjusted to aims of the project

 b-was well-organized

c-relevant info was clearly delivered beforehand

d-engaged students

e-will be useful/ applicable to your school
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10. How was working in the ICT rooms preparing 
for the guided tours on the days to follow?

a-adjusted to aims of the project

 b-was well-organized

c-relevant info was clearly delivered beforehand

d-engaged students

e-will be useful/ applicable to your school
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11. How was the guided tour around the Old 
Town?

a-adjusted to aims of the project

 b-was well-organized

c-relevant info was clearly delivered beforehand

d-engaged students

e-will be useful/ applicable to your school
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12. How was the guided tour in Kazimierz, the 
Jewish District?

a-adjusted to aims of the project

 b-was well-organized

c-relevant info was clearly delivered beforehand

d-engaged students

e-will be useful/ applicable to your school
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13. How was the visit to the Urban Engineering 
Museum?

a-adjusted to aims of the project

 b-was well-organized

c-relevant info was clearly delivered beforehand

d-engaged students

e-will be useful/ applicable to your school
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14. How do you assess the idea of map/collage 
making as the summary of the mobility?
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16. How do you find working in the multinational 
teams?
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17. How was families' hospitality?
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18. How was accommodation in Kraków?
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19. How was the resaurants' choice in Kraków?
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20. How did Kraków contribute to team building 
during the meetng?



 
 
 

COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS: 
How do you think the activities could have been made more effective: 

• The visit to the open-air museum in Wygiełzów could have been shorter. 
• The information provided by the guide at the Wieliczka Salt Mine could have been delivered in a 

more meaningful and clear way. 
• The guided tours could have been conducted in smaller groups. 

 
 
General comments about the 4th meeting in Kraków: 

• Excellent choice of place for the project; friendly students; teachers and students worked very well 
together; interesting programme; very enjoyed Polish teachers; great to see the raising awareness 
for our responsibility; meaning of history was clearly recognizable; amazing team 

• It was a satisfactory meeting and in accordance with the aim of the project. 
• The meeting was a great experience. Students had the opportunity to work with students from 

other countries and see new places. The hospitality from the families and the school was fantastic. 
The activities were interesting and well-organised. 

• Good connection between heritage and today’s life; active engagement of students; effective 
activities adjusted to the objectives. 

• The work in multinational teams was one of the best done so far in the project  
• The school in Kraków was very lucky to find the right teachers to be in charge of the project, a very 

difficult task that has been successfully conducted by Iza and Marta. It is amazing the way they have 
cooperated in order to fulfil the aims of the project and expectations of all partners in such a short 
period of time. 

• I appreciated the enthusiasm of all the students, their positive attitude towards the project and 
their involvement in each section. I largely appreciated the warm welcome from all the teachers 
involved in the project. 

• The students felt very welcome and enjoyed the time as they said. We teachers felt very welcome 
as well and had a great time in the city with the historical interesting locations and tasty kitchen. 
You did a great job! 
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21. How woud you define the fourth meeting in 
Kraków?


