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Summary of Evaluation 

This report contains findings from the Science in the City (SitC) events held between 24th - 25th 

September in 2021. The data collection method was a digital questionnaire administered 

before and after the event. The questionnaire was designed to gain insights about the following 

main topics for the evaluation: 

● Demographics: An audience profile of attendees was gathered about age, gender, 

ethnicity, income and education levels. 

● Impact on views about research and researchers: Event attendees could indicate 

their attitudes about ‘research’ and ‘researchers’ by responding to semantic differential 

questions - pairs of opposing adjectives, rated by their perceived relation to the 

perception of ‘research’ and ‘researchers’. In addition, attendees could rate their 

agreement using various Likert-type questions with a range of statements about 

‘research’ and ‘researchers’. 

● Quality of experiences: Several questions were asked about the nature and quality 

of attendees' experiences during the event, including their level of comfort, ability to 

participate, and enjoyment. 

● Follow-up actions: Event attendees could indicate whether they have taken any 

follow-up actions related to engagement with research or researchers after the event. 

  



European Researchers’ Night | Science in the City 2021 | D3.1 

3 

 

Table of Contents 

1. INTRODUCTION ............................................................................................................................................................ 4 

1.1 BACKGROUND: EUROPEAN RESEARCHERS’ NIGHT 2021 ................................................................................................... 4 

2. METHODS........................................................................................................................................................................ 5 

2.1 PROCEDURE ................................................................................................................................................................................... 5 

2.2 SAMPLE .......................................................................................................................................................................................... 5 

2.3 DATA ANALYSIS ............................................................................................................................................................................ 5 

3. RESULTS .......................................................................................................................................................................... 6 

3.1 SCIENCE IN THE CITY 2021 ....................................................................................................................................................... 6 

3.1.1 Participant Profile ............................................................................................................................................................. 6 

3.1.2 Background & Motivation ........................................................................................................................................... 11 

3.1.3 Attitudes Towards Research ...................................................................................................................................... 13 

3.1.4 Attitudes Towards Researchers ................................................................................................................................ 15 

3.1.5 Perceptions of Research ............................................................................................................................................... 17 

3.1.6 Quality of Experience ..................................................................................................................................................... 22 

3.1.7 Post-Event Actions & Other Comments .................................................................................................................. 25 

4. CONCLUSION ............................................................................................................................................................... 27 

5. APPENDIX I: TABLES ............................................................................................................................................... 29 

5.1. Tables: Respondent Profile.......................................................................................................................................... 29 

5.2. Tables: Attitudes Towards Research ...................................................................................................................... 33 

5.3. Tables: Attitudes Towards Researchers ................................................................................................................ 34 

5.4. Tables: Perception of Research ................................................................................................................................. 35 

5.5. Tables: Attitudes about the Event ............................................................................................................................ 36 
5.6. Tables: Post-Event Action ............................................................................................................................................ 37 

5.7. Tables: Attitudes about the Event (Optional explanations) ......................................................................... 38 

  



European Researchers’ Night | Science in the City 2021 | D3.1 

4 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Background: European Researchers’ Night 2021 

Science in the City (SitC) is one of dozens of simultaneous public engagement events that 

took place across Europe in 2021. “Sowing Seeds” was this year’s theme for the 16th European 

Researchers' Night, which took place in over 29 countries across 24 th - 25th September. Pre-

festival events started from the 2nd September. All events were funded by the European 

Commission with support from ministries in charge of higher education and culture. 

Each year, this public, multinational event seeks to promote the sharing of ideas between 

researchers and general audiences. It presents research in a variety of ways designed to be 

entertaining, including short stories, live experiments, games, performances and workshops. 

The aim is to spark curiosity and encourage greater interest and participation in European 

research. 

The event runs through the day as well as into the night and has activities suitable for 

audiences of all ages. This includes workshops, exhibits, talks, panel discussions, 

performances, lectures, laboratory visits and the chance to meet researchers. This iteration of 

SitC 2021 took a hybrid form, with events taking place in theatres around the city while retaining 

the virtual presence it established in 2020 due to the Covid-19 pandemic. This was enabled 

via a virtual festival streamed live from the Valletta Design Cluster. 

University of Malta commissioned Qualia Analytics to conduct an evaluation to measure the 

impact at the Malta-based iteration of Science in the City 2021. 
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2. METHODS 

This section describes the procedures used to gather evaluation survey responses, the sample 

distribution and the approach to analysing responses. 

2.1 Procedure 
Attendees of SitC 2021 were invited to the survey with the same email address they had used 

to sign up for the event. The initial invitation was sent before the main festival which took place 

from 24th - 25th September, with a second survey invitation sent after the festival. For both 

invitations, up to four reminders were sent to maximise response rates. 

2.2 Sample 
A total of 266 respondents completed1 the survey before the festival, and 158 people 

completed the survey after all SitC 2021 activities had finished. The following table summarises 

the number of completed surveys (see Table 1). 

Table 1: Total completions by survey stage - Respondents 

Stage 1: Pre-visit Stage 2: Post-visit 

266 158 

2.3 Data analysis 
The presentation of findings in the report uses unweighted data; this means that no 

adjustments have been made to reflect the probability or likelihood of particular respondents 

being selected. This limits inferences that can be made to only those who have attended this 

event. It should further be noted that differences in pre- and post-event results have to be 

considered with caution, due to the large difference in the number of responses. 

Additionally, small sample sizes limit the strength of inferences beyond those attending this 

event. As presented in this report, we have been careful in how far we extend claims from the 

responses that have been provided.   

 
1 Survey at least 90% complete 
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3. RESULTS 

The results include reporting on participant profile, background & motivation, attitudes towards 

research and researchers, as well as quality of experience with the event. The corresponding 

tables for each figure can be found in the Appendix. 

3.1 Science in the City 2021 

3.1.1 Participant Profile 

This sub-section presents respondents’ demographic profiles as an indicator of those attending 

the event. Further information can be found in the Appendix (see Tables 2-15). 

Age 

Regarding respondents’ age profile in 2021, the sample was skewed towards age groups in 

the middle of the age range (Figure 1). The most represented age group was 39-48 years 

(n=135, 38%), followed by 29-38 years (n=106, 30%) and 18-28 years (n=48, 13%).  

 

Figure 1. Age in 2021 

Compared to the 20202 iteration, where the median age was 31, the median age increased in 

20213 to 38 years (+7 years).  This pattern was observed likely because 2020 had higher 

proportions of respondents in both under 18 years (21%) and 18-28 years (24%) categories 

compared to 2021. 

 
2 Age in 2020 (N=34, x̄=35, min=12, max=70), responded to pre- and post-survey 
3 Age in 2021 (N=356, x̄=36, min=5, max=111), responded to pre- and post-survey 
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Gender 

In terms of gender in 2021 (Figure 2), the sample was skewed towards females (n=283, 76%) 

with fewer males (n=85, 23%) represented. There was also a very small number of non-binary 

respondents (n=3, 1%). 

Figure 2. Gender 2021 

The 20214 sample continues the trends from 20205, which reflect a general tendency for more 

women to respond to these questionnaires. 

Education & Degree Programmes 

The respondent profile in 2021 indicates high levels of university education (Figure 3). Most 

respondents indicated having at least a university-level degree (n=255, 71%), which included 

those with ‘Postgraduate degree[s]’ (n=138, 38%) and ‘Undergraduate degree[s]’ (n=117, 

33%). A lower proportion of respondents indicated either ‘Below undergraduate degree’ (n=66, 

18%) or ‘No formal qualification’ (n=39, 11%). 

 

Figure 3. Education level in 2021 

 
4 Gender in 2021 (female=283, 76%; male=85, 23%; non-binary=3, 1%), responded to pre- and post-

survey 
5 Gender in 2020 (female=27, 79%; male=7, 21%), responded to pre- and post-survey 
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Respondents with university education were also asked to provide the area of their most 

recently acquired degree6 (Figure 4). Among the degree areas provided, ‘Social sciences’ 

(f=42, 21%) represented the largest group, followed by ‘Business’  (f=38, 19%), ‘Science’ 

(f=32, 16%), ‘Health’ (f=27, 14%), ‘Humanities’ (f=31, 16%), ‘Engineering’ (f=24, 12%), 

‘Technology’ (f=22, 11%), ‘Biological science’ (f=10, 5%), ‘Literature’ (f=6, 3%), and 

‘Mathematics’ (f=5, 3%). 

 

Figure 4. Most recent degree in 2021   

Respondents also indicated current enrolment in an educational programme (Figure 5).  Most 

respondents reported enrolment in university-level programmes (n=51, 62%), with a higher 

proportion enrolled in undergraduate programmes (n=24, 29%) than graduate programmes 

(n=27, 33%). A smaller proportion of respondents were enrolled in programmes below 

university-level (n=32, 39%).  

 

Figure 5. Type of educational programme enrolled in 2021 

Household Income 

As indicators of socio-economic status, respondents were asked objectively about annual 

household income (Figure 6) and about the extent this income covers basic needs (Figure 7).  

 
6 Respondents were able to select multiple degree areas. Note that f represents a frequency, rather than 

individual respondents. 
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The objective indicator used Malta’s median income7 of €17,305 as a bifurcation point. A 

majority of respondents indicated income above the median (n=181, 84%), while much fewer 

reported an income below the median (n=35, 16%). 

 

Figure 6. Income level in 2021 

Regarding the  subjective indicator, most respondents indicated the ability to meet more than 

basic needs (n=239, 81%) , with ‘All needs’ (n=156, 53%) and ‘All needs and more’ (n=83, 

28%) as categories with the highest proportion of responses. A much smaller proportion of 

respondents indicated difficulty meeting their needs (n=56, 19%), including ‘Basic needs’ 

(n=47, 16%), ‘Less than basic needs’ (n=5, 2%), and ‘Some needs but not all’ (n=4, 1%). 

 

Figure 7. Cover of basic needs in 2021 

Employment 

The respondent profile in 2021 indicated a high level of paid employment (Figure 8). The 

majority of respondents were ‘Working in paid employment’ (n=210, 65%). Other categories 

with much lower representation included ‘Students or pupils’ (n=46, 14%) and ‘Unpaid family 

or household work’ (n=18, 6%). 

 
7 appsso.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.do?dataset=ilc_di04&lang=en 
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Figure 8. Employment status in 2021 

Of those working in paid employment, the most common way in which participants would 

describe their work was as a ‘Skilled professional’ (n=43, 32%). A notable proportion of 

respondents were employed as ‘School teacher[s] (state or summer employed’ (n=37, 27%). 

others described themselves as a ‘Clerical, sales or service worker’ (n=43, 32%), a ‘Supervisor 

(line manager)’ (n=14, 10%), an ‘Associate professional (nurse)’ (n=9, 7%), a ‘Small business 

manager’ (n=8, 6%), and a ‘Skilled manual worker (craftsperson)’ (n=3, 2%). 

 

Figure 9. Employment type in 2021 

Ethnic or Cultural Background8 and Residence 

The respondent profile in 2021 indicated mostly a ‘Northern European or other White’ (n=90, 

55%) or ‘Southern European or other Latin’ background (n=65, 40%) (Figure 9). A much 

smaller proportion indicated having an ‘Other, including mixed background’ (n=7, 4%). The 

majority of respondents also indicated residence in Malta (n=153, 95%).  

 
8 This question was only asked after the event. 
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Figure 10. Ethnic or Cultural background in 2021 

3.1.2 Background & Motivation 

This subsection includes respondents’ background and experience with the SitC festival, 

research in general, and motivations for attending the 2021 event. 

Attendance in Previous Years 

The results in 2021 indicated that most respondents had attended previous years’ SitC festival 

(n=160, 58%) (Figure 10). Others indicated they ‘[...] couldn’t make it’ in previous years (n=63, 

23%), and a minority had not previously attended because they ‘[...] didn’t know about it’ (n=54, 

19%). This contrasts to the 2020 sample, most of whom had not attended previously because 

they ‘[...] didn’t know about it’ (69%). 

 
Figure 11. Attended Science in the City festival events before 2021 

Reasons for Attending in 2021 

The respondent profile in 2021 indicated a diverse range of motivations for attending (Figure 

11). For most respondents, their reasons for visiting the festival were for ‘Education’ (f=202, 

73%) and ‘Family time’ (f=174, 63%). Some attended in pursuit of ‘Entertainment’ (f=133, 

48%), and to ‘Learn about research’ (41%). Fewer indicated being motivated to attend in order 

to ‘Meet researchers’ (f=40, 14%). 
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Figure 12. Main reasons for attending in 2021 
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3.1.3 Attitudes Towards Research 

This subsection includes results on different evaluative (or attitudinal) dimensions to 

understand respondents’ attitudes towards Research in general. Perceptions were measured 

using a set of semantic differentials, which are commonly used measurement tools. These 

questions were administered both before and after the event to assess changes on 

respondents’ views that may have occurred during the festival. Further descriptive tables can 

be found in the Appendix (see Tables 18-19). 

Attitudes Towards Research (Before Event) 

Results from prior to the event show mostly positive attitudes towards research in general 

(Figure 12)9. The majority of respondents viewed research as ‘Important’ (n=232, 90%), 

‘Useful’ (n=222, 88%), ‘Interesting’ (n=220, 87%), ‘Beneficial’ (n=217, 87%), and ‘Fascinating’ 

(n=215, 86%). Further results were positive (but more varied) for views of research as 

‘Trustworthy’ (n=204, 83%), and ‘Exciting’ (n=205, 81%). A striking exception, however, is that 

most respondents also viewed research as ‘Difficult’ (n=77, 63%), compared to those who 

viewed it as ‘Easy’ (n=46, 19%). 

 

Figure 13. Attitudes towards research in 2021 (Before event) 

 
9 Attitudes towards research before event: 

Useless – Useful (N=251, x̄=2.38, σ=1.31, min=-3, max=3) 
Uninteresting – Interesting (N=253, x̄=2.21, σ=1.47, min=-3, max=3) 
Harmful – Beneficial (N=256, x̄=2.23, σ=1.45, min=-3, max=3) 
Difficult – Easy (N=247, x̄=-1.07, σ=1.74, min=-3, max=2) 
Untrustworthy – Trustworthy (N=246, x̄=1.87, σ=1.44, min=-3, max=3) 
Unimportant – Important (N=258, x̄=2.53, σ=1.13, min=-3, max=3) 
Boring – Fascinating (N=250, x̄=2.13, σ=1.33, min=-3, max=3) 
Mundane – Exciting (N=253, x̄=1.88, σ=1.56, min=-3, max=3) 
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Attitudes Towards Research (After Event) 

Results from after the event also show mostly positive attitudes towards research in general 

(Figure 13)10. Most measures show a small shift in a positive direction. The most positive 

ratings associated with research shifted to be more positive on views of research as ‘Exciting’ 

(n=129, 90%; +9%), ‘Useful’ (n=133, 90%; +2%), ‘Interesting’ (n=132, 90%; +3%), ‘Beneficial’ 

(n=136, 91%; +4%), and ‘Fascinating’ (n=128, 88%; +2%). In addition, after the event, the view 

of research as ‘Difficult’ shifted more positively towards ‘Easy’ (n=29, 21%; +2%). However, 

attitudes shifted very slightly towards less positive views when it came to the proportion of 

people who found research ‘Important’ (n=135, 89%; -1%) and ‘Trustworthy’ (n=114, 81%; -

2%). 

 

Figure 14. Attitudes towards research in 2021 (After event) 

  

 
10 Attitudes towards research after event: 

Useless – Useful (N=148, x̄=2.37, σ=1.4, min=-3, max=3) 
Uninteresting – Interesting (N=147, x̄=2.35, σ=1.23, min=-3, max=3) 
Harmful – Beneficial (N=149, x̄=2.4, σ=1.3, min=-3, max=3) 
Difficult – Easy (N=141, x̄=-0.94, σ=1.8, min=-3, max=3) 
Untrustworthy – Trustworthy (N=141, x̄=1.74, σ=1.43, min=-3, max=3) 
Unimportant – Important (N=151, x̄=2.4, σ=1.36, min=-3, max=3) 
Boring – Fascinating (N=145, x̄=2.12, σ=1.36, min=-3, max=3) 
Mundane – Exciting (N=144, x̄=2.15, σ=1.36, min=-3, max=3) 
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3.1.4 Attitudes Towards Researchers 

This subsection includes results on respondents’ attitudes about Researchers in general  

using a set of semantic differentials. Further descriptive tables can be found in the Appendix 

(see Tables 18-19). 

Attitudes Towards Researchers (Before Event) 

Results from prior to the event show mostly positive attitudes towards researchers in general 

(Figure 14)11. Most respondents indicated positive views of researchers as ‘Important’ (n=217, 

87%), ‘Inspiring’ (n=204, 84%), ‘Honest’ (n=187, 77%), and ‘Trustworthy’ (n=181, 76%). 

Further results were positive (but to a lesser degree) for views of researchers as ‘Fascinating’ 

(n=175, 74%) and ‘Friendly’ (n=159, 66%). In comparison, some respondents also held more 

negative views of researchers as ‘Confusing’ (n=32, 13%), ‘Untrustworthy’ (n=18, 8%), or 

‘Arrogant’ (n=19, 8%). 

 

Figure 15 Attitudes towards researchers in 2021 (Before event) 

Attitudes Towards Researchers (After Event) 

Results from after the event also show mostly positive attitudes towards researchers in general 

(Figure 15)12. Some measures show a shift in the positive direction compared to before the 

 
11 Attitudes towards researchers before event:  

Unimportant – Important (N=245, x̄=2.22, σ=1.32, min=-3, max=3) 
Dishonest – Honest (N=243, x̄=1.60, σ=1.31, min=-3, max=3) 
Disappointing – Inspiring (N=243, x̄=2, σ=1.32, min=-3, max=3) 
Boring – Fascinating (N=238, x̄=1.63, σ=1.35, min=-2, max=3) 
Untrustworthy – Trustworthy (N=239, x̄=1.54, σ=1.48, min=-2, max=3) 
Unfriendly – Friendly (N=242, x̄=1.40, σ=1.35, min=-2, max=3) 
Confusing – Clear (N=239, x̄=1.04, σ=1.48, min=-3, max=3) 
Arrogant – Humble (N=234, x̄=1.08, σ=1.46, min=-3, max=3) 
12 Attitudes towards researchers after event: 

Unimportant – Important (N=151, x̄=2.22, σ=1.25, min=-3, max=3) 
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event. For example, a larger proportion of respondents viewed researchers as ‘Important’ 

(n=138, 91%; +4%), ‘Inspiring’ (n=124, 85%; +1%), ‘Fascinating’ (n=111, 77%; +3%) and 

‘Trustworthy’ (n=110, 77%; +1%). Still, a similar proportion of respondents indicated views of 

researchers as ‘Confusing’ (n=20, 14%; +1%) and ‘Untrustworthy’ (n=12, 8%; ±0%) after the 

event, and a slightly increased proportion viewed researchers as ‘Arrogant’ (n=15, 11%; +3%) 

and ‘Dishonest’ (n=9, 6%; +2%). 

 

Figure 16. Attitudes towards researchers in 2021 (After event) 

  

 
Dishonest – Honest (N=145, x̄=1.61, σ=1.34, min=-2, max=3) 
Disappointing – Inspiring (N=146, x̄=1.88, σ=1.47, min=-3, max=3) 
Boring – Fascinating (N=162, x̄=2, σ=1.44, min=-3, max=3) 
Untrustworthy – Trustworthy (N=123, x̄=1.53, σ=1.41, min=-3, max=3) 
Unfriendly – Friendly (N=142, x̄=1.26, σ=1.41, min=-2, max=3) 
Confusing – Clear (N=144, x̄=101, σ=1.44, min=-3, max=3) 
Arrogant – Humble (N=136, x̄=1, σ=1.35, min=-3, max=3) 
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3.1.5 Perceptions of Research 

This subsection includes results on respondents’ perceptions of research in general. 

Respondents were asked to mark a point on a Likert-type scale with anchors for agree or 

disagree to indicate their views. These questions were administered both before and after the 

event to assess changes on respondents’ views that may have occurred dur ing the festival. 

Further descriptive tables can be found in the Appendix (see Tables 20-21). 

Becoming a Researcher With Hard Work  

Respondents’ perceptions were mostly positive for whether anyone can become a researcher 

with hard work  (Figure 16)13. The proportion of respondents who agreed with the statement 

‘With hard work, anyone can be a researcher’ increased (+7%) from before  (n=154; 59%) to 

after (n=104; 66%) the event. The average levels of agreement also increased (+0.17) slightly 

between stages.                          . 

 

Figure 17. Agreement (Before and After event), ‘With hard work, anyone can be a researcher’ in 2021 

  

 
13 Becoming a researcher with hard work: before (N=260, x̄=3.47, σ=1.09, min=1, max=5); 

after (N=157, x̄=3.64, σ=1.07, min=1, max=5) 
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Research Information 

Respondents’ perceptions were generally positive for whether they felt well informed about 

research  (Figure 17)14. A plurality of respondents agreed with the statement ‘In general, I feel 

well informed about research’ before (n=110, 43%) and after (n=80, 50%) the event, indicating 

an overall increase in positive responses (+7%). However, a sizable proportion of respondents 

had neutral views about whether they felt well informed about research. The proportion of 

neutral views remained consistent both before (41%) and after (40%) the event. The average 

levels of agreement slightly increased (+0.17) between stages.  

 

Figure 18. Agreement (Before and After event), ‘In general, I feel well informed about research’ in 

2021 

  

 
14 Research information: before (N=258, x̄=3.29, σ=0.88, min=1, max=5); after (N=155, x̄=3.46, σ=0.82, 

min=1, max=5) 
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Research is Difficult to Understand 

Results for respondents’ perceptions were generally indicated as positive about whether 

understanding research is difficult (Figure 18)15. The proportion of respondents who disagreed 

with the statement ‘Research is too difficult to understand’ increased (+5%) from before 

(n=160, 62%) and after (n=105, 67%) the event. The average levels of disagreement slightly 

improved (-0.09) between stages.  

 

Figure 19. Agreement (Before and After event), ‘Research is too difficult to understand’ in 2021 

  

 
15 Research difficult to understand: before (N=258, x̄=2.4, σ=0.88, min=1, max=4) 

after (N=156, x̄=2.31, σ=0.81, min=1, max=4) 
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Research Being Disconnected With the Public 

Results for respondents’ perceptions were generally indicated as positive for research being 

disconnected with everyday problems (Figure 19)16. The proportion of respondents who 

disagreed with the statement ‘Research is failing to help with the real problems of ordinary 

people’ increased (+5%) from before (n=145, 57%) and after (n=95, 62%) the event. The 

average levels of disagreement slightly improved (-0.11) between stages.  

 

Figure 20. Agreement (Before and After event), ‘Research is failing to help with the real problems of 

ordinary people’ in 2021 

  

 
16 Research’s disconnect to public: before (N=256, x̄=2.43, σ=1.02, min=1, max=5) 

after (N=154, x̄=2.32, σ=1, min=1, max=5) 
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Capability to be a Researcher  

Results for respondents’ perceived capability of being a researcher were generally indicated 

as positive (Figure 20)17. Most respondents agreed with the statement ‘I am the type of person 

who can be a researcher’, and proportions increased (+2%) from before (n=166, 65%) and 

after (n=103, 67%) the event. The average levels of agreement slightly increased (+0.07) 

between stages.  

 

Figure 21. Agreement (Before and After event), ‘I am the type of person who can be a researcher’ in 

2021 

  

 
17 Researcher capability: before (N=254, x̄=3.67, σ=1.06, min=1, max=5)  

after (N=154, x̄=3.74, σ=1.05, min=1, max=5) 
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3.1.6 Quality of Experience 

This subsection presents respondents’ experience with the event based on different 

dimensions of quality. Respondents were asked to mark a point on a Likert-type scale with 

anchors for agree or disagree to indicate their views. Further descriptive tables can be found 

in the Appendix (see Tables 22-27). 

Clarity of Event 

Results from after the event show mostly positive attitudes by disagreeing with the statement 

‘I found the festival confusing’ (Figure 21). Most respondents reported feeling the event was 

clear (n=110, 73%), while some respondents indicated that they “found the festival confusing” 

(n=23, 15%).  

 

Figure 22. Agreement with statement ‘I found the festival confusing’ 

One of the main themes that arose in responses with constructive feedback was issues with 

the programme and booking system; respondents felt that it was difficult and confusing to book 

events, and some highlighted inaccuracies in timings or locations. Like several others, one 

respondent indicated that ‘The activities and map were not explained properly - I booked for 

places I didn't even know I was booking for’ (female, 47, undergraduate).  

Active Participation 

Results from after the event show positive attitudes by agree ing with the statement ‘I actively 

participated in activities at the festival’ (Figure 22). A large portion of respondents indicated 

actively participating in the festival (n=93, 63%), while a smaller portion of respondents did not 

participate in the festival actively (n=20, 14%). Just under one-quarter of responses were 

neutral (n=35, 24%)  
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Figure 23. Agreement with statement ‘I actively participated in activities at the festival’ 

One respondent reported that participation was more difficult for younger attendees, 

highlighting that ‘the presenters gave very little space for children to participate and be actively 

involved [...]’ (female, 41, postgraduate, attended previous SitC events). 

Comfort with Asking Questions 

Results from after the event show positive attitudes by disagreeing with the statement ‘I felt 

uncomfortable asking questions at the festival’ (Figure 23). Overall, a larger portion of 

respondents indicated comfort in asking questions (n=100, 66%), while some reported feeling 

uncomfortable posing questions (n=14, 9%).  

 
Figure 24. Agreement with statement ‘I felt uncomfortable asking questions at this festival’ 

One respondent reported that they were ‘reluctant to ask’ (female, 33, postgraduate, no 

previous SitC events), while another highlighted that ‘due to the COVID situation and people 

sitting at a distance from stage, it was hard to ask questions in front of a hall full of people’ 

(female, 37, postgraduate, attended previous SitC events). 
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Enjoyment 

Results from after the event show mostly positive attitudes by agreeing with the statement ‘I 

enjoyed the festival’ (Figure 24). Overall, the majority of respondents reported enjoying the 

festival (n=129, 85%), while some respondents did not (n=15, 10%).  

 

Figure 25. Agreement with statement ‘I enjoyed the festival’ 

Evidence from qualitative responses indicate that increased audience participation could 

improve the experience of those who did not enjoy the event, as one respondent noted that 

they ‘did not like researchers talking endlessly in a boring environment’ (male, 40, 

postgraduate, attended previous SitC events),  while another mentioned that ‘many of the 

shows [...] were lecture-centered and did not enable / actively involve the participants - no 

hands on learning or experimenting / fun with science. It was disappointing’ (female, 41, 

postgraduate, attended previous SitC events). 

Expectations of the Event  

Results from after the event show mostly positive responses by disagreeing with the statement 

‘I was disappointed with the festival’ (Figure 25). Overall, most respondents indicated 

satisfaction with the festival (n=111, 74%), while some respondents felt somewhat 

disappointed with the festival (n=23, 15%).  

 

Figure 26. Agreement with statement ‘I was disappointed with the festival’ 
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A significant portion of open-ended responses regarding disappointment revolved around 

activities not being designed age-appropriately - for example, one respondent reported ‘I took 

my nieces aged 5 & 7 to an afternoon of sessions that were meant to be for all ages. The topics 

were too difficult for the five-year-old & not interactive enough for the 7-year-old’ (female, 41, 

postgraduate). Another felt that the ‘presentation skills from the part of researchers left much 

to be desired’ (male, 40, postgraduate, attended previous SitC events). Further information on 

respondents’ explanations for dissatisfaction can be found in the Appendix (Table 27). 

3.1.7 Post-Event Actions & Other Comments 

As an additional measure of the event’s impact on its attendees, we asked about what follow-

up actions they took to engage with research or researchers, if any. Further information can 

be found in the Appendix (see Tables 28-29). 

Post-Event Actions 

Results from after the event indicate mixed responses for follow up actions after the event 

ended (Figure 26). Overall, most respondents took follow up actions (n=88, 62%) after the 

event.  Just under one-third of respondents ‘look[ed] for more information about the topic 

elsewhere’ (f=46, 32%), while others ‘visit[ed] a researcher’s webpage’ (f=26, 18%), ‘took 

another follow-up action’ (f=11, 8%), or ‘contact[ed] a researcher’ (f=5, 3%). Contrary to this, a 

large portion of respondents ‘did not take another follow-up action’ (f=81, 57%) after the event 

ended. 

 

Figure 27. Responses to ‘After the festival did you do any of the following?’ 

Other Comments 

Respondents were able to provide additional thoughts and feedback after the festival (Table 

2). Overall, 53% (n=22) of comments were positive, with most of these  also containing 

constructive (n=9, 22%) comments detailing how the festival could be improved. A smaller 

proportion of feedback responses were negative (n=9, 22%) and some of these also contained 

constructive comments (n=4, 10%). Another 24% (n=10) of responses were purely constructive 

comments indicating opportunities for improvement. 

Table 2: Additional feedback (Post-event) sentiment 
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Sentiment Responses Percentage 

Positive 13 31% 

Positive - Constructive 9 22% 

Negative 5 12% 

Negative - Constructive 4 10% 

Constructive 10 24% 

Total 41 100% 

Many positive comments applauded the organisation of the festival, expressed a desire for its’ 

continuation, and some even recommended that some events be delivered in schools. A 

common theme within the constructive comments was a concern that some events could have 

been designed more appropriately to specific age groups, and publicised as such on the event 

website. Others highlighted a desire for more opportunities for hands-on activities and 

audience participation, as well as improvements to the clarity of the booking system.  

In terms of how COVID-19 affected the festival’s organisation, some participants would have 

preferred more online activities to improve inclusivity for those with vulnerable family members 

or those with limited mobility - for example, one respondent felt that some online events were 

simply an “advertisement for all us viewers online to go and watch the festival in person and 

people like myself who have vulnerable people in their family, felt really annoyed by this” (male, 

14, no formal qualification, has attended previous SitC events). However, some who had 

attended the festival before mentioned that they missed the sense of the festival being visibly 

‘in the city’, with more events taking place on the streets. For example, one respondent 

mentioned they were “looking forward to seeing the festival back in the streets of Valletta in 

2022!” (female, 29, postgraduate, has attended previous SitC events).The full list of responses 

can be found in the Appendix (Table 30). 
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4. CONCLUSION 

This year’s report revealed an overall portrait of the festival’s core audience: She is between 

the age of 39-48, working in paid employment, has at least a bachelor’s level qualification, is 

Northern European or White, and lives in a household in Malta with an annual income over 

€17,305. The main reasons for respondents to visit the events were for education, family time, 

and education. The most common follow-up action from the event reported by respondents 

was to look for additional information elsewhere. While a broader range of socio-economic 

profiles was visible, it is important to be aware of this audience portrait when advertising for 

future events, particularly to focus resources on increasing attendance with those who have 

lower education or household incomes.  

Generally, respondents’ attitudes towards research and researchers are indicated to have 

improved after the event. Specifically, there were increases in the proportion of people 

expressing positive attitudes towards research across all but two semantic differential 

measures, and a particularly notable increase in perceptions of research as ‘Exciting’ (+9%). 

With regards to attitudes towards researchers, small increases in positive ratings were also 

identified across all but two semantic differential measures, the largest of which being for 

perceptions of researchers as ‘Important’ (+4%).   

The findings regarding respondents’ perceptions of research also hint at positive impacts after 

the event. The proportion of positive responses to statements about research and researchers 

increased across all measures after the festival, alongside consistent decreases in negative 

responses. Positive impacts were most evident in relation to the statements ‘With hard work, 

anyone can be a researcher’ and ‘In general, I feel well informed about research’ (+7% positive 

responses for both). 

The evaluation shows a positive reception of the event and quality of experience. Findings 

from the qualitative feedback show the majority of respondents enjoyed and felt satisfied with 

the festival, and appreciated the organisational effort that had been put in to make it accessible 

both online and in-person. Some participants commented on the effect of COVID-19 on the 

festival format, although preferences were less evident for online or in-person events in the 

open-ended feedback.  

This year's findings provide a few practical considerations for future events. Some comments 

in this round may allow for improvements in following years: 

● Increase clarity of the programme and booking system, and provide easy to follow 

instructions to book and join events; 

● Improve the age-targeting of specific events, by ensuring the age group listed on the 

programme match the content and activities that will be delivered; 

● Provide researchers with examples for more engaging, participatory, and interactive 

online and in-person formats (targeted at children); 
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● Continue to offer remote-access options to ensure inclusivity. 

The greatest chance for improvement is in active participation and enhancing the outreach to 

more diverse audiences in Malta. 
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5. APPENDIX I: TABLES 

5.1. Tables: Respondent Profile 

Table 3: Motivation to participate 

Attendance Motivation (Pre-event) f % of 

respondents 

(n=276) 

% of 

responses 

(f) 

Entertainment 133 48% 20% 

Family time 174 63% 26% 

Meet researchers 40 14% 6% 

Learn about research 113 41% 17% 

Education 202 73% 31% 

Total (f) 662 - 100% 

Table 4: Respondents’ visiting previous European Research Night events 

Attendance: Previous years (Pre-event) n % 

No, I didn't know about it 54 19% 

No, I couldn't make it 63 23% 

Yes, I've attended previously 160 58% 

Total 277 100% 

Table 5: Respondents’ age 

Age  n % 

under 18 32 9 

18-28 48 13 

29-38 106 30 

39-48 135 38 

49-58 22 6 

59-68 6 2 

over 68 7 2 

Total 356 100 

Table 6: Respondents' gender 

Gender n % 

Male 85 23% 

Female 283 76% 

Non-binary 3 1% 

Total 371 100% 
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Table 7: Respondents' currently enrolled as students 

Current Student  n % 

Yes 88 24% 

No 285 76% 

Total 373 100% 

Table 8: Students’ current type of education  

Education Programme n % 

Secondary education or below 32 39% 

Undergraduate programme 24 29% 

Graduate programme (e.g., Masters, PhD) 27 33% 

Total 83 100% 

Table 9: Highest level of education  

Highest level of education n % 

No formal qualification 39 11% 

Below undergraduate degree 66 18% 

Undergraduate degree (Bachelor's or equivalent) 117 33% 

Postgraduate degree (Master's, PhD or equivalent) 138 38% 

Total 360 100% 

Table 10: Objective annual household income 

Annual Income n % 

More than €17,305 per year 181 84% 

Less than €17,305 per year 35 16% 

Total 216 100% 

Table 11: Subjective household income 

Household income: Indicators n % 

Less than basic needs 5 2% 

Basic needs 47 16% 

Some needs but not all 4 1% 

All needs 156 53% 

All needs and more 83 28% 

Total 295 100% 
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Table 12: Employment status 

Employment Status n % 

Working in paid employment 210 65% 

Entrepreneur (small business or start-up) 9 3% 

Self-employed (without employees) 12 4% 

Working in temporary or seasonal job 6 2% 

Working in ‘gig economy’ (rideshare, food delivery) 1 0% 

Looking for paid work 6 2% 

Looking for first regular job 2 1% 

Unpaid family or household work 18 6% 

Retired from employment (Pensioner) 7 2% 

Unemployed / Unable to work 5 2% 

Student or pupil 46 14% 

Total 322 100% 

Table 13: Employment type 

Employment type n % 

Skilled professional (doctor or lawyer) 43 32% 

Small business manager 8 6% 

Supervisor (line manager) 14 10% 

Clerical, sales or service worker 21 16% 

School teacher (state or summer employed) 37 27% 

Skilled manual worker (craftsperson) 3 2% 

Associate professional (nurse) 9 7% 

Total 135 100% 

Table 14: Employed previously or currently as a researcher 

Employment status n % 

Yes 47 17% 

No 232 83% 

Total 279 100% 

Table 15: Respondents’ subject of most recently acquired degree 

Education: Subject Recent Degree n % 

Mathematics 5 3% 

Business 38 19% 

Science 32 16% 

Humanities 31 16% 
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Social Sciences 42 21% 

Literature 6 3% 

Biological Science 10 5% 

Technology 22 11% 

Health 27 14% 

Engineering 24 12% 

Total 196 100% 

 Table 16: Residence in Malta  

Current residence n % 

Yes 153 95% 

No 8 5% 

Total 161 100% 

Table 17: Ethnicity or Cultural Background 

Ethnicity n % 

Northern European or other White 90 55% 

Southern European or other Latin 65 40% 

Black African or other Black 5 3% 

Western Asian or other Arabian 3 2% 

Eastern Asian or other Asian 4 2% 

Other, including mixed background 7 4% 

Total 163 100% 
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5.2. Tables: Attitudes Towards Research 

Table 18: Respondents' attitudes towards research before the festival 

I think research is... (Pre-event) 

  -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 Total 

[Useless - Useful] Responses 5 2 6 16 6 31 185 251 

Percentage 2% 1% 2% 6% 2% 12% 74% 100% 

[Uninteresting - 
Interesting] 

Responses 7 6 5 15 10 43 167 253 

Percentage 3% 2% 2% 6% 4% 17% 66% 100% 

[Harmful - Beneficial] Responses 5 7 4 23 9 29 179 256 

Percentage 2% 3% 2% 9% 4% 11% 70% 100% 

[Difficult - Easy] Responses 66 58 31 46 22 14 10 247 

Percentage 27% 23% 13% 19% 9% 6% 4% 100% 

[Untrustworthy - 
Trustworthy] 

Responses 3 9 6 24 29 60 115 246 

Percentage 1% 4% 2% 10% 12% 24% 47% 100% 

[Unimportant - Important] Responses 2 3 2 19 4 20 208 258 

Percentage 1% 1% 1% 7% 2% 8% 81% 100% 

[Boring - Fascinating] Responses 2 5 8 20 17 54 144 250 

Percentage 1% 2% 3% 8% 7% 22% 58% 100% 

[Mundane - Exciting] Responses 5 8 14 21 21 52 132 253 

Percentage 2% 3% 6% 8% 8% 21% 52% 100% 

Table 19: Respondents’ attitudes towards research after the festival 

I think research is... (Post-event)  

  -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 Total 

[Useless - Useful] Responses 3 4 4 4 5 17 111 148 

Percentage 2% 3% 3% 3% 3% 11% 75% 100% 

[Uninteresting - Interesting] Responses 1 2 5 7 7 25 100 147 

Percentage 1% 1% 3% 5% 5% 17% 68% 100% 

[Harmful - Beneficial] Responses 3 2 4 4 6 22 108 149 

Percentage 2% 1% 3% 3% 4% 15% 72% 100% 

[Difficult - Easy] Responses 30 39 22 21 9 12 8 141 

Percentage 21% 28% 16% 15% 6% 9% 6% 100% 

[Untrustworthy - 

Trustworthy] 

Responses 1 6 5 15 16 45 53 141 

Percentage 1% 4% 4% 11% 11% 32% 38% 100% 

[Unimportant - Important] Responses 4 1 4 7 5 14 116 151 

Percentage 3% 1% 3% 5% 3% 9% 77% 100% 

[Boring - Fascinating] Responses 1 3 9 4 14 30 84 145 

Percentage 1% 2% 6% 3% 10% 21% 58% 100% 

[Mundane - Exciting] Responses 3 4 2 6 9 41 79 144 

Percentage 2% 3% 1% 4% 6% 28% 55% 100% 
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5.3. Tables: Attitudes Towards Researchers 

Table 20: Respondents' attitudes towards researchers before the festival 

I think researchers are... (Pre-event)  

  -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 Total 

[Unimportant - Important] Responses 3 5 4 19 14 47 153 245 

Percentage 1% 2% 2% 8% 6% 19% 62% 100% 

[Dishonest - Honest] Responses 3 3 5 45 37 79 71 243 

Percentage 1% 1% 2% 19% 15% 33% 29% 100% 

[Disappointing - Inspiring] Responses 1 6 5 27 24 57 123 243 

Percentage 0% 2% 2% 11% 10% 23% 51% 100% 

[Boring - Fascinating] Responses 0 4 7 52 37 48 90 238 

Percentage 0% 2% 3% 22% 16% 20% 38% 100% 

[Untrustworthy - Trustworthy] Responses 5 8 5 40 38 64 79 239 

Percentage 2% 3% 2% 17% 16% 27% 33% 100% 

[Unfriendly - Friendly] Responses 1 4 7 71 25 70 64 242 

Percentage 0% 2% 3% 29% 10% 29% 26% 100% 

[Confusing - Clear] Responses 3 12 17 58 46 57 46 239 

Percentage 1% 5% 7% 24% 19% 24% 19% 100% 

[Arrogant - Humble] 

  

Responses 3 6 10 84 24 62 45 234 

Percentage 1% 3% 4% 36% 10% 26% 19% 100% 

Table 21: Respondents' attitudes towards researchers after the festival 

I think researchers are... (Post-event) 

  -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 Total 

[Unimportant - Important] Responses 2 3 2 6 14 37 87 151 

Percentage 1% 2% 1% 4% 9% 25% 58% 100% 

[Dishonest - Honest] Responses 0 3 6 27 18 45 46 145 

Percentage 0% 2% 4% 19% 12% 31% 32% 100% 

[Disappointing - Inspiring] Responses 4 5 1 12 15 45 64 146 

Percentage 3% 3% 1% 8% 10% 31% 44% 100% 

[Boring - Fascinating] Responses 2 4 5 23 19 41 51 145 

Percentage 1% 3% 3% 16% 13% 28% 35% 100% 

[Untrustworthy - Trustworthy] Responses 3 3 6 20 19 54 37 142 

Percentage 2% 2% 4% 14% 13% 38% 26% 100% 

[Unfriendly - Friendly] Responses 0 7 2 42 19 36 34 140 

Percentage 0% 5% 1% 30% 14% 26% 24% 100% 

[Confusing - Clear] Responses 2 7 11 33 25 47 19 144 

Percentage 1% 5% 8% 23% 17% 33% 13% 100% 

[Arrogant - Humble] 

  

Responses 3 9 3 45 22 35 19 136 

Percentage 2% 7% 2% 33% 16% 26% 14% 100% 
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5.4. Tables: Perception of Research 

Table 22: Respondents' perception of research before the festival 

Level of agreement to the statement... (Pre-event) 

  Strongly 

disagree 

Disagree Neutral  Agree Strongly 

agree 

Total 

‘With hard work, anyone 

can become a 

researcher’ 

Responses 11 50 45 115 39 260 

Percentage 4% 19% 17% 44% 15% 100% 

‘In general, I feel well 

informed about research’ 

Responses 7 36 105 94 16 258 

Percentage 3% 14% 41% 36% 6% 100% 

‘Research is too difficult 

to understand’ 

Responses 31 129 65 31 2 258 

Percentage 12% 50% 25% 12% 1% 100% 

‘Research is failing to 

help with the real 

problems of ordinary 

people’ 

Responses 48 97 69 37 5 256 

Percentage 19% 38% 27% 14% 2% 100% 

‘I am the type of person 

who can be a researcher’ 

Responses 10 31 47 112 54 254 

Percentage 4% 12% 19% 44% 21% 100% 

Table 23: Respondents' perception of research after the festival 

Level of agreement to the statement... (Post-event) 

  Strongly 

disagree 

Disagree Neutral  Agree Strongly 

agree 

Total 

‘With hard work, anyone 

can become a 

researcher’ 

Responses 5 25 23 72 32 157 

Percentage 3% 16% 15% 46% 20% 100% 

‘In general, I feel well 

informed about research’ 

Responses 2 14 62 64 13 155 

Percentage 1% 9% 40% 41% 8% 100% 

‘Research is too difficult 

to understand’ 

Responses 18 87 35 16 0 156 

Percentage 12% 56% 22% 10% 0% 100% 

‘Research is failing to 

help with the real 

problems of ordinary 

people’ 

Responses 33 62 40 15 4 154 

Percentage 21% 40% 26% 10% 3% 100% 

‘I am the type of person 

who can be a researcher’ 

Responses 6 14 31 66 37 154 

Percentage 4% 9% 20% 43% 24% 100% 
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5.5. Tables: Attitudes about the Event  

Table 24: Confusion about the event 

Event Experience: Confusion (Post-event) n % 

Strongly Disagree 32 21% 

Disagree 68 45% 

Somewhat Disagree 10 7% 

Neutral 17 11% 

Somewhat Agree 15 10% 

Agree 6 4% 

Strongly Agree 2 1% 

Total 150 100% 

Table 25: Active participation during the event  

Event Experience: Active Participation (Post-event) n % 

Strongly Disagree 8 5% 

Disagree 10 7% 

Somewhat Disagree 2 1% 

Neutral 35 24% 

Somewhat Agree 28 19% 

Agree 50 34% 

Strongly Agree 15 10% 

Total 148 100% 

Table 26: Comfort of asking questions 

Event Experience: Participation Comfort (Post-event) n % 

Strongly Disagree 29 20% 

Disagree 57 39% 

Somewhat Disagree 14 9% 

Neutral 34 23% 

Somewhat Agree 7 5% 

Agree 5 3% 

Strongly Agree 2 1% 

Total 148 100% 

Table 27: Enjoyment of festival  

Event Experience: Enjoyment (Post-event) n % 

Strongly Disagree 3 2% 

Disagree 6 4% 
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Somewhat Disagree 6 4% 

Neutral 8 5% 

Somewhat Agree 18 12% 

Agree 81 53% 

Strongly Agree 30 20% 

Total 152 100% 

Table 28: Disappointment about festival  

Event Experience: Disappointment (Post-event) n % 

Strongly Disagree 38 25% 

Disagree 66 44% 

Somewhat Disagree 7 5% 

Neutral 17 11% 

Somewhat Agree 16 11% 

Agree 2 1% 

Strongly Agree 5 3% 

Total 151 100% 

5.6. Tables: Post-Event Action 

Table 30: Actions after the event 

Action: Post-Event (Post-event) Responses % of 

respondents 

(n=143) 

% of 

responses (f) 

Contact a researcher 5 3% 3% 

Visit a researcher’s web page 26 18% 15% 

Read a leaflet about the topic provided at the event 0 0% 0% 

Look for more information about the topic elsewhere 46 32% 27% 

Take another follow-up action 11 8% 7% 

I did not take another follow-up action 81 57% 48% 

Total 169 - 100% 
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5.7. Tables: Attitudes about the Event (Optional explanations) 

Table 29: Optional explanation - Confusion about the event 

Response Respondent Profile 

The way we had to book sessions for the festival was a bit quite confusing. 

2 hrs straight for kids was a bit too much and we had to book for sessions 

that maybe we did not want. Some of the sessions were too much talking 

with no or very little entertainment. 

Female, 39, below 

undergraduate, n.a. 

The programme flyer was a bit difficult to understand and choose events 

that suited my interests and which were age appropriate. 

Female, 29, postgraduate, 
has attended SitC events 
previously 

Would have been better should there had been less options to choice, but 

more repetition and in different combinations 

Female, 43, postgraduate, 
has attended SitC events 
previously  

The booking process could have been much simpler. My friends jokingly 

said that you have to be a scientist or engineer to figure out how to book a 

show and I must admit that it wasn't straighforward 

Female, 37, undergraduate, 

has attended SitC events 

previously, n.a. 

Programme was complex to understand - alot going on, different 

combinations/locations etc. 

Male, 43, postgraduate, has 

attended SitC events 

previously 

The programme was packed but the details were not self explanatory Female, 42, postgraduate, 

has attended SitC events 

previously 

the way the booking system worked was confusing. it was unclear what we 

were booking, although once there we enjoyed the shows very much. we 

were however disappointed that we did not find the "caged" exhibition which 

was supposed to be in the Triton Fountain Area on Friday. 

Female, 40, postgraduate, 

could not make previous 

SitC events  

Same explanation as above. We were looking forward to slot U at 19.30 at 

City Theatre Saturday and were disappointed that we had come for nothing. 

Female, 53, postgraduate, 

n.a. 

The activities and map were not explained properly - I booked for places I 

didn't even know I was booking for. 

Female, 47, undergraduate, 

n.a. 

I expected to get a sense of a festival happening when we entered the city 

but the only evidence was at the locations of events. 

Female, 33, undergraduate, 

has attended SitC events 

previously 

It was not engaging for children, despite the all-ages advert. Female, 41, postgraduate, 

n.a. 
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Table 29: Optional explanation - Active participation during the event  

Response Respondent Profile 

Attended one pre event Female, 47, postgraduate, 

attended SitC events 

previously 

the presenters gave very little space for children to participate and be 

actively involved. Participants were mainly just observers. Unfortunately the 

opposite of what science should be about was conveyed in many of the 

shows as they were lecture-centered and did not enable / actively involve 

the participants - no hands on learning or experimenting / fun with science. 

It was disappointing. Speakers also need to speak age appropriate 

language and communicate clearly, effectively and in a simple language 

that children understand rather than technical jargon which made it 

impossible for children to follow. The festival needs to rope in qualified and 

warranted primary teachers from the Ministry of Education to assist in 

explaining pedagogies which are suitable for children. 

Female, 41, postgraduate, 
attended SitC events 
previously 

it was online. Female, 5, no formal 
qualification, attended SitC 
events previously 

Attended physically, argued and asked questions Female, 41, postgraduate, 

n.a. 

I observed and listened. Female, 33, undergraduate, 

did not know about previous 

SitC events 

Due to the covid situation and people sitting at a distance from stage, it was 

hard to be active 

Female, 37, postgraduate, 

has attended SitC events 

previously 

Only attended one slot due to other commitments Female, 45, postgraduate, 

n.a. 

Attended the livestreamed edition of the festival and hence close contact 

with fellow researchers was lacking 

Female, 26, undergraduate, 

n.a. 

I just sat down and listened. Female, 40, postgraduate, 

n.a. 

 

Table 29: Optional explanation - Comfort of asking questions 

Response Respondent Profile 

I was the only one to ask a question during the bodbuildres session and yet, 

i received no answer. 

Male, 11, no formal 

qualification, attended SitC 

events previously 

I was reluctant to ask Female, 33, postgraduate, 
couldn’t make it to 
previous SitC events 
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Due to the covid situation and people sitting at a distance from stage, it was 

hard to ask questions in front of a hall full of people 

Female, 37, postgraduate, 
attended SitC events 
previously 

Presenters kept asking if there were questions Male, 54, undergraduate, 

n.a. 

there was no real opportunity to ask questions Female, 40, postgraduate, 

couldn’t make it to 

previous SitC events 

Table 29: Optional explanation - Enjoyment of festival  

Response Respondent Profile 

the presenters did not use age appropriate language, presentations and 

pedagogy with the exception of the Police Department Exhibit - this was the 

only hands-on interesting show for children. Well done to the forensic police 

division! Aliens around us was also effective especially the interventions by 

Dr Mifsud and the live exhibits however language needs to be more child-

centred and children need to be actively involved - HANDS ON LEARNING. 

gave very little space for children to participate and be actively involved. 

Participants were mainly just observers. Unfortunately the opposite of what 

science should be about was conveyed in many of the shows as they were 

lecture-centered and did not enable / actively involve the participants - no 

hands on learning or experimenting / fun with science. It was disappointing. 

Speakers also need to speak age appropriate language and communicate 

clearly, effectively and in a simple language that children understand rather 

than technical jargon which made it impossible for children to follow. The 

festival needs to rope in qualified and warranted primary teachers from the 

Ministry of Education to assist in explaining pedagogies which are suitable 

for children. 

Female, 41, postgraduate, 

attended SitC events 

previously 

I did not like researchers talking endlessly in a boring environment. Male, 40, postgraduate, 
attended SitC events 
previously 

online activities could have been better. Female, 5, no formal 
qualification, as attended 
SitC events previously 

The part I saw I felt had nothing to do with Science. Female, 40, postgraduate, 

n.a. 

Table 29: Optional explanation - Disappointment about festival  

Response Respondent Profile 

I prefer previous editions of the science festival where acivities were held 

outside 

Female, 37, undergraduate, 

attended SitC events 

previously 

The sound was not clear at the theatre in old bakery street Female, 36, undergraduate, 

attended SitC events 

previously 

the presenters did not use age appropriate language, presentations and 

pedagogy with the exception of the Police Department Exhibit - this was the 

only hands-on interesting show for children. Well done to the forensic police 

Female, 41, postgraduate, 

attended SitC events 

previously 
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division! Aliens around us was also effective especially the interventions by 

Dr Mifsud and the live exhibits however language needs to be more child-

centred and children need to be actively involved - HANDS ON LEARNING. 

gave very little space for children to participate and be actively involved. 

Participants were mainly just observers. Unfortunately the opposite of what 

science should be about was conveyed in many of the shows as they were 

lecture-centered and did not enable / actively involve the participants - no 

hands on learning or experimenting / fun with science. It was disappointing. 

Speakers also need to speak age appropriate language and communicate 

clearly, effectively and in a simple language that children understand rather 

than technical jargon which made it impossible for children to follow. The 

festival needs to rope in qualified and warranted primary teachers from the 

Ministry of Education to assist in explaining pedagogies which are suitable 

for children. 

 

audio was not clear Male, 33, postgraduate, 

attended SitC events 

previously 

I have a 5 year old and 2 year old and the shows that I thought were 

adequate for them where still a bit difficult to understand (mostly for my 5 yr 

old). Even though I really appreciated the effort and all the interesting things 

presented, I would do shows that would be adequate for the 3-6 year olds. 

These should contain more interactive activities, I know with covid this 

could not be done, but you could supply a pack for each kid to do with 

parents, a hands on activity, or a show with lots of experiments to explain 

what is being said. Maybe some robotic activies to explain certain physics 

concepts, with lego or blocks (these would then be sterelised in between 

groups). I would definitely try to promote science for these younger groups, 

my kids would be super excited! 

Female, 35, postgraduate, 

has attended SitC events 

previously  

Presentation skills from the part of researchers left much to be desired. Male, 40, postgraduate, has 

attended SitC events 

previously  

i joined virtual events... opening could have had something exciting for the 

younger audience, music , visuals etc not just interviews 

Female, 5, no formal 

qualification, has attended 

SitC events previously  

The shows we attend which were for all ages or 4 to 6 years were for an 

older audience except for the Farfett puppet show, some parts of the Shark 

Detectives, and part of the experiments. Otherwise the content was mostly 

verbal, difficult vocabulary, and with little animation. The audience needed 

to be more involved and based more on how Esplora science shows are 

presented. 

Female, 37, undergraduate, 

n.a. 

Some of the presentations were not of an acceptable level for a national 

Science initiative. Also some of the technical issues that arose during some 

of the presentations were detrimental in the presenters making an impact 

through their contribution. 

Female, 42, postgraduate, 

could not make previous 

SitC events 

Shows were organized in n 2 hr slots and the kids’ attention span was not 

enough. Most of the shows were not interactive 

Female, 42, postgraduate, 

attended SitC events 

previously   

On Saturday, from 19h-21.00, the programme was not as listed in the 

printed brochure. Slot U should have been at 19h. My son, 9 years old, 

came for nothing as the actual performance at 19.30h at City Theatre 

Female, 53, postgraduate, 

n.a. 
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consisted of a puppet show for the very young and the bullying scene, not 

particularly scientific. My son specifically wanted to go to the workshop on 

'Speed', Europe in Green, Science and Tech etc. as listed for booking Slot 

U. However, the police workshop with fingerprints was hands on and 

excellent. Thank you. 

Some performance[s] were too low quality on a number of levels for a 

national festival! 

Female, 42, postgraduate, 

could not make it to 

previous events 

Most presentations didn't have good audio and some scripts weren't age 

appropriate in terms of difficulty level (used too many technical words for 

presentations aimed for 4/5 yeard olds) 

Female, 33, undergraduate, 

attended SitC events 

previously 

I took my nieces aged 5 & 7 to an afternoon of sessions that were meant to 

be for all ages. The topics were too difficult for the five-year-old & not 

interactive enough for the 7-year-old. 

Female, 41, postgraduate, 

n.a. 

Table 30: Further thoughts and feedback 

Additional feedback (Post-event) Respondent profile Sentiment 

I found it rather confusing to book slots to attend Female, 37, undergraduate, 

attended previous SitC events 
Negative 

Great organisation, keep it up Female, 25, undergraduate, 

attended previous SitC events 
Positive 

I attended CineXjenza: Orrajt — Maltish or Engtese. It 

was great to listen to the panel discuss the short movie, 

but I felt that the panel could have included  a wider mix 

of speakers. 

Female, 47, postgraduate, 

attended previous SitC events 

Positive - 

Constructive 

Great festival and well done to all involved. Looking 

forward to seeing the festival back in the streets of 

Valletta in 2022! 

Female, 29, postgraduate, 

attended previous SitC events 
Positive 

Whilst the 'mix' of shows in any given block was perfect 

for my family (children 6, 9 & 12), I found the mixes were 

sometimes difficult for those who attended with only 

small children; Eg during session A.... they were very 

noisy (and entire families were talking, ignoring the 

show etc); made it difficult for those who were interested 

to hear what was going on. 

Female, 49, undergraduate, 

did not know about previous 

SitC events 

Positive - 

Constructive 

Just a general thought, I am not sure why the festival 

takes place in summer, because it is still very hot and 

walking between venues is tiring, especially for children. 

I tried to mitigate it by going to different parts of Valletta 

on two different days, but some events marked "all day" 

were only held on Saturday and this was not indicated. 

Female, 48, postgraduate, 

attended previous SitC events 
Negative 

The metal straw was a nice touch. Please make the 

website more user friendly. At one point I saw events of 

last year on the events page rather than of this year. 

Female, 48, postgraduate, 

attended previous SitC events 

Positive - 

Constructive 

Include the audience in the presentations more.  More 

active participation. 

Male, 11, below 

undergraduate, couldn’t make 

it to previous SitC events 

Constructive 
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A lot of preparation was put in organising the shows but 

then the number of people who attended was very low. 

Female, 57, postgraduate, 

n.a. 
Positive 

Suggest making more festival events accessible 

remotely, for those who can't attend in person due to 

disabilities or chronic/long-term health conditions 

Female, 51, postgraduate, 

n.a. 
Constructive 

Keep on planning this type of event! It is beneficial, 

especially for the young crowd! 

Female, 29, undergraduate, 

n.a. 
Positive 

In my opinion, the festival should make more audience 

participation as during the online festival there were only 

two acts which I felt included the audience, one of them 

the shark activitiy. Also, I really didn't like the fact that 

the online festival was used as an advertisement for all 

us viewers online, to go and watch the festival in person, 

and people like myself who have vulnerable people in 

their family, felt really annoyed by this. I would really like 

in future, that if an online festival takes place, a different 

program will be in place so that the audience is included 

and the sessions will be about fun and interesting topics 

that appeal to different age groups. 

Male, 14, no formal 

qualification, attended 

previous SitC events 

Negative - 

Constructive 

This festival has to do with science and not the city. So, 

first it should be presented at the house of research ie 

UOM and not the city, the house of food stalls. 

Secondly, a well designed mini studio should be set up 

on campus where researchers offer a first hand 

experience and not talks. Leave the talk to published 

papers. 

Male, 40, postgraduate, 

attended previous SitC events 

 

Negative - 

Constructive 

I was disappointed by the following: after a long speech 

of what the EU is doing to help the environment, there 

came this animator who was asking questions to the 

kids...the session was interesting but the person was 

reading a each single questions from a fresh new A4 

paper!!! one of the questions was how many trees are 

cut to produce toilet paper!!!! Doesn't one have to lead 

by example!! questions in a digital format would have 

been ideal, No! 

Female, 43, postgraduate, 

attended previous SitC events 

Negative - 

Constructive 

Punctuality please, but apart from this, keep up the good 

work! 

Female, 41, undergraduate, 

attended previous SitC events 

Positive - 

Constructive 

I think it would be great if in the description of the events 

would be include an information that it's mostlt kids 

oriented. I didn't mind it at all that there were a lot of 

kids. In fact it made it funny sometimes. 

Female, 31, postgraduate, did 

not know about previous SitC 

events 

Positive - 

Constructive 

As an adult I felt that for young kids it was an 

information overload with a lot of verbal communication. 

Could have been better animated (and not with that 

world renowned singer which tried to put in a zillion 

words in one sentence). 

Female, 37, undergraduate, 

n.a. 

Negative - 

Constructive 

I think contributions to the festival should be vetted by 

professionals in the field to make sure they are of an 

acceptable standard. 

Female, 42, postgraduate, 

couldn’t make previous SitC 

events 

Negative 
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The sharks show presenter was amazing and clearly 

loves his job! My 7year old loved the play and 

experiments by the Scubed team. I think the Mechanical 

Engineering presentation was good but a bit irrelevant 

for Malta. Also the children at the show were mostly 4-8 

year olds, so it was too difficult for them to understand 

the engineering section. There was a 12 year old who 

really enjoyed it though. I also think 2 hours in a dark 

room was a bit too much for his age group and he 

needed a break mid way through. I think if the shows 

are designed by age group and hourly shows (2 instead 

of 4) it would be better for the smaller children age 

group. Other than that we had great fun and will surely 

join again next year!! Well done!! 

Female, 35, postgraduate, 

couldn’t make previous SitC 

events 

 

Positive - 

Constructive 

Maybe repeat some workshops throughout the year if 

possible or do science in the city on two separate 

weekends for example. Even if it had to be at a fee. With 

other commitments of extra curricular activities, together 

with other events such as the airshow during that 

weekend, there's so much you can cram in one 

weekend and unfortunately we feel we missed out on a 

lot, whilst there were seats available for higher 

attendance. 

Female, 41, postgraduate, 

n.a. 
Constructive 

none. great event Female, 33, postgraduate, 

couldn’t make previous SitC 

events 

Positive 

We enjoyed the shows. Female, 31, undergraduate, 

attended previous SitC events 
Positive 

Impressive Webinar Male, 40, undergraduate, 

attended previous SitC events 
Positive 

If there are multiple options, reduce the number of 

classifications, possibly only one. This year the 

programme presented the following classifications: 

location, age and theme. It confuses the wanna-be 

attendee. 

Male, 43, postgraduate, 

attended previous SitC events 

 

Constructive 

Since the S-Cubed, are science students (and not 

drama) I would have preferred, if they just did more 

simple experiments for the little ones rather than putting 

in some drama too as the little ones starting loosing 

interest during the drama part. 

Female, 37, postgraduate, 

attended previous SitC events 

 

Constructive 

I liked how activities were distributed around various 

indoor locations (rather than in the road), with everyone 

seated. However, I would have allowed more flexibility in 

the booking. For example, not having to book an entire 2 

hour slot but booking sessions according to one's 

interests. 

Female, 45, postgraduate, 

attended previous SitC events  

Positive - 

Constructive 

They should visit schools please. Most parents aren't 

much informed of what is going around. 

Female, 45, no formal 

qualification, couldn’t make 

previous SitC events 

Positive - 

Constructive 
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Great Festival!!   Congratulations to organisers, 

researchers and volunteers 

Female, 47, postgraduate, 

couldn’t make previous SitC 

events 

Positive 

I found it interesting and learnt  during the workshops on 

Friday. 

Female, 47, below 

undergraduate degree, 

attended previous SitC events  

Positive 

I was struck by the facts that families looked mostly from 

a high middle- middle class background. Most children 

had already some knowledge of science even on some 

plants etc. I felt that maybe the format imposed by 

COVID might have been exclusive of lower classes 

families (booking a ticket, sitting for 1h30, no hands on 

activities) 

Female, 24, undergraduate, 

n.a. 
Negative 

Well done,  it was a lovely experience all round. Female, 40, postgraduate, 

couldn’t make it to previous 

SitC events 

Positive 

To congratulate the team on organising the event. More 

hands on would have been good, less of the lectures, 

and getting the printed programme correct is the most 

important. 

Female, 53, postgraduate, 

n.a. 

Positive - 

Constructive 

Some topics should be presented at schools. For 

example, the Green Europe is very important topic and 

a MUST SEE for upper primary / middle school 

students! 

Female, 47, undergraduate, 

attended previous SitC events 
Positive 

I would have prefered that the sessions were organised 

by age groups. 

Male, 10, no formal 

qualification, attended 

previous events 

Constructive 

With Covid still around, I still manage to enjoy the talks 

on Saturday. 

Prefer not to say, 47, 

undergraduate, n.a. 
Positive 

Please keep organizing such festivals. Female, 36, postgraduate Positive 

Stop pestering people with stupid questionnaires. I will 

definitely never again go to Science in the City to avoid 

such questionnaires. This has nothing to do with 

Science in the City. 

Female, 36, postgraduate Negative 

possibility of interactive, hands on workshops especially 

geared for the younger ages, maybe with the help of 

their parent. 

Female, 33, undergraduate, 

did not know about previous 

SitC events 

Constructive 

Target your audience better Female, 41, postgraduate, 

attended previous events 
Constructive 

be close to reality Male, 24, below 

undergraduate, n.a. 
Constructive 

True wer in the covide situation but previous events wer 

much more better hope will return the same consept 

Male, 42, below 

undergraduate, n.a. 
Constructive 
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