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Review procedures and objectives 

When reviewing applications, members of the Program Team work with the application 

coordinators to work out the final concept for Picnic events. Consequently, the purpose of this 

stage is not to judge and “grade” the applications, but to strive to make the most of the know-

how possessed by the two sides: your professional expertise and our knowledge of the Picnic 

and its visitors. We review the applications to deliberately influence the character of the event 

through the prism of the following goals: 

 to create a space for social dialogue on science and its role and to sensitize scientific 

institutions to the need for engaging in dialogue with the public 

 to shape attitudes, values and skills that foster independent learning 

 to promote social inclusion by offering access to “live science” to groups that 

otherwise do not enjoy such access. 

All these goals determine the criteria used for evaluating applications to participate in the 

picnic (see below). Each application is evaluated by four individuals independently on a scale 

from 1 to 5 for each of three criteria. 

All the institutions are evaluated on the basis of the same criteria. Even so, previous editions 

have taught us that it is not easy to compare the applications of non-government 

organizations, research institutes, and education centres. This is why we have included an 

additional question in the form (the tab STAND). 

 

 

 

 

 

When choosing an evaluation category, take into account the nature of the shows you are 

proposing to organize in this year's edition (not just the profile of your institution, which is not 

always the same thing). Although all the types of applications are evaluated using the same 

criteria, various aspects of proposed activities rank somewhat higher in specific categories: 

 

 Presentation of the participant's own research and scientific activity  

The scientific merits of such an application (presentation of the participant's own 

research work) are the key factor determining its attractiveness. If your institution 
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conducts its own research projects, you should be proposing at least one activity of this 

type to choose this evaluation category. 

 Science popularization (this category covers shows performed by science centres and 

popularizers of science as well as schools and student science clubs) 

Decisive factors in the evaluation of applications of this category are ingenious and 

comprehensible ways of presenting material and interaction with those visiting the 

Science Picnic.  

 Presenting collections (this category covers museums and cultural institutions, among 

other organizations) 

In this category, the determining factor in evaluating the attractiveness of applications 

is the unique character of a collection. If your institution is in possession of something 

extraordinary (and rare), consider presenting it at the Picnic. 

 Cultural activity 

In this category, the key factor for evaluation is how the proposal contributes to the 

well-being of visitors and offers intelligent forms of relaxation. Needless to say, such 

activities should be related to science, but we also want them to offer visitors an 

opportunity to take a break and relax. 

 Public service 

The important factor in evaluating applications in this category is the social significance 

of the topic of your activities and their links to science.  

 

The evaluation category you have chosen will matter in the later stages of the application 

process. You can only choose one category. When making a choice, look at your stand as a 

whole (all the proposed shows and activities) and choose the prevalent category that suits 

your application best (except for the category Presentation of the participant's own research, 

where one show related to your institution's original research projects is enough to qualify for 

this category). 

Applications that fall within the scope of a specific category, for example SCIENCE 

POPULARIZATION, are evaluated against the backdrop of other applications in this category 

(as opposed to ALL applications). When applications of a similar character are compared, 

evaluation is more transparent and measurable. We choose the best applications in every 

category, but we also strive for diversity, which is the strength of the Picnic. In order to 

deliberately influence the formula of the event and ensure that its program remains diverse, 

we allocate a specific number of stands to applications from specific evaluation categories. 

Scientific aspects of shows are of crucial importance for the Picnic, so we would like 

institutions from the evaluation category SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH to account for around 60% of 

the picnic stands. The remaining 40% will be divided (in unequal parts) between: 

 science popularization (20% of stands) 

 collection presentation (around 10% of stands) 
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 cultural activities (around 5% of stands) 

 public service (around 5% of stands) 

We see these proportions as a certain guideline for putting together the program, not as exact 

figures that allow no exceptions. 

 

As we have already mentioned, the criteria for evaluating applications are determined by the 

goals of the picnic.  

Evaluation criteria 

1. Does the stand present scientific research? 

 

The very name Science Picnic suggests the main focus of the event. We believe that all 

applications should refer to science. However, as a result of proposing different 

evaluation categories, we have defined different scales for the institutions 

representing the category PRESENTATION OF PARTICIPANT'S OWN RESEARCH and for 

those from the remaining four categories.  

 

 

FOR APPLICATIONS IN THE CATEGORY RESEARCH PRESENTATION  

Grade 1   the presented content is not related to science  

Grade 3    the presented content is related to science at school level 

Grade 5   the presentations are based on the participant's own research 

projects, scientific problems and professional experience 

  

FOR APPLICATIONS FROM OTHER EVALUATION CATEGORIES 

Grade 1 the presented content has no scientific foundations 

Grade 3 the presented content is accompanied by basic scientific 

explanations  

Grade 5 the presented content is closely linked to science and presents 

phenomena that are unusual and less known 

 

2. Does the stand suit the character of the event? 

The Science Picnic is an outdoor event, which imposes certain constraints on the form 

and content of what you will present in your tent. When composing your proposal, 

take into account the fact that its reception will be influenced by a variety of factors: 

above all, a huge number of visitors (a single stand may be visited even by several 

thousand people while the Picnic itself may attract more than 100,000 visitors!), 

weather (warm/cold, wind, sun, rain, and so on), spatial limitations, duration (nine 
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hours with no interruption), and being surrounded by a multitude of tents with plenty 

of attractions. We give a higher rating to applications that take such circumstances into 

account. 

 

 

Grade 1 a low-capacity stand, the proposed activities are long, 

complicated and sensitive to weather conditions 

Grade 3 weather conditions have little impact on the shows/presented 

content, but capacity limited 

Grade 5 a high-capacity program that does not depend on weather 

conditions, the stand is well planned in terms of space  

We encourage you to reduce the number of proposed activities to 2-3 and to ensure 

high capacity. If this proves impossible, you can propose multiple occurrences of  the most 

interesting activity. If you would like to propose more activities and organize them alternately, 

you should write this in the form. One of the best practices involves presenting a schedule of 

shows (presented in a generally visible way), unless all activities are performed 

simultaneously. 

 

 

3. Is the stand unique? 

We believe that the strength of the Picnic is its diversity. Institutions whose approach 

to the theme, form and/or content stand out among other applications will be given 

additional points.  

 

Grade 1 routine content and methods, especially if they are the only 

element of the stand 

Grade 3  what the proposed stand has to offer is interesting but 

presented also by other institutions, or something available to 

the public also outside the Picnic 

Grade 5 the presented material or method are unique and stand out 

among other stands, the presented content/material is not 

normally available to the general public  

 

 

 

 

 

When stands are evaluated on the day of the Picnic, an additional criterion is taken 

into account:  
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4. Is the way your content is presented attractive and engaging to visitors?  

 

What you present is as important to visitors as how you present it. Sparking interest, 

delight, surprise and other positive emotions is the most valuable element of 

interaction between the participants and the audience. Talk to visitors, encourage 

them to try hands-on experiments, ask them questions, and be engaging. You will find 

more tips in the further sections of the guide (catalogue of best practices). 

 

Review of applications: technical details  

The opinion process takes place in two stages:  

Applications are evaluated independently by four experts on scientific communication. 

I evaluation - consequently, each application can be:   

1. accepted, 

2. recommended for improvement. 

II evaluation - consequently, each application can be:  

1. accepted, 

2. rejected – this happens in extreme situations; this may also be affected by how stands 

in previous years were evaluated. 

The Program Team analyses the corrected applications very carefully. Please familiarize 

yourself with the Team's comments in detail. 

Coordinators are informed of the results of evaluation by e-mail. If the Team recommends 
improvements, the Coordinator will have more than two weeks from the date of receiving 
such information from the organisers of the Picnic to put them into effect. 
 


