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A. Introduction 

The pilot training was conducted at Solidarity in Action (Messina, Italy) on Wednesday 7th of September 

2022 from 09:00 to 16:30. In total, 24 adult migrants/refugees trainers participated. All of them come 

from "Solidarity in Action”, a non-profit association based in Messina, founded by a group of Italian 

enthusiasts in November 2018. Their aim is to promote the active participation of immigrants in social, 

economic, and cultural life. 

Education In Progress has chosen to collaborate with Solidarity in Action for the development of piloting 

as its contact person, Antonino Bevilacqua, directly manages migrants of the association, the final target 

group of the project. Involving migrants as participants in piloting would have allowed us to collect much 

more relevant data on lessons. As for the training in Greece, the training in Italy was organized and 

conducted face to face. 
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B. Evaluation Results 

B.1 Personal Information 

22 participants are male while only 2 are female. Another important piece of information is that many 

participants are young being less than 29 years old (20 participants), while the rest (3 participants) 

are between 30 and 44 years old. Only one participant is 60+. 12 of them graduated from primary 

school, and 7 participants graduated from high school. Only two of them are University graduates and 

3 participants had no access to any kind of education. None of them had experience in teaching. 

Below, there are listed the associated graphs. 
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B.2 Evaluation of the training lessons  

(Q1) The majority of participants (95.83%) totally agree and agree that the lesson’s structure was 

logical. The rest 4.17% totally disagree. (Q2) 100% of participants agree that the information provided 

in the lessons was appropriate, useful, and relevant. (Q3) The objectives of the lessons were clearly 

formulated, totally agreed and agreed by 100% of the participants. (Q4) 100% stated that understood 

the content of the training session. (Q5) 100% of participants totally agreed and agreed that the lessons 

covered enough material, and they are satisfied with what they learned. 

The next question (Q6) has a special interest because almost all participants totally agreed and agreed 

that the information provided by the lessons has an impact on a teacher, 4.17% were indecisive. (Q7) 

4.17% of participants were indecisive when they asked if the course content was easy to follow, 25% 

agreed with that while 70.83% totally agreed.  

The next question (Q8) is also interesting because 100% of the participants totally agree and agree 

that the information provided in the lessons changed their thinking about algorithmic thinking and/or 

intercultural education. (Q9) The majority of the participants totally agree and agree that the 

information provided on the Learning Platform is useful for future innovations in teaching intercultural 

education, 8.33% are indecisive. 

(Q10) The majority of the participants agree and totally agree that they learned how to successfully 

implement algorithmic-related activities in the classroom, while the rest 4.17% indecisive. (Q11) All 

participants are more open to the idea of using algorithmic thinking as an educational tool.  
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(Q 12) In your opinion, which topic/s and content/s should be added or improved? 

Below are listed participants' comments on the above question. After a deep comments review, 

we concluded that most of the participants agreed that the topics were structured well, although 

some of them suggested adding more hands-on activities and examples and elaborating the 

contents deeper.   

 

List of comments 

1. The contents are good but should be 

more elaborate and breakdown to 

lesser understanding 

2. It’s ok  

3. Good 

4. The video  

5. The video  

6. Anyone 

7. Good  

8. Good 

9. Good 

10. None  

11. Good 

12. It’s ok  

13. More exercises 

14. It’s ok  

15. Good 

16. It’s ok  

17. honestly, everything was very good 

and structured in lessons. 

18. In my opinion, I want to see more 

topics on algorithm and binary. 

19. Nothing  

20. I think the training had all topics 

that it required. 

21. Good 

22. None  

23. Good  

24. Good  

 

(Q 13) What do you consider the most valuable thing you learned throughout the lessons? 

Considering participants' comments, we conclude that the majority of them realized the 

importance of algorithms in real-life problems.  

List of comments 

● How to solve problems more 

efficient with lesser time 

● Good 

● Good 

● Good 

● All good 

● The method of suggestion in 

youtube 
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● Good 

● Good 

● Good 

● All 

● Good 

● Good 

● LIS case study 

● Good  

● Good 

● Good 

● most valuable thing is that I am 

satisfied with what I learned and will 

help me in any way for sure. 

● I think the binary is more important 

for me 

● Abstraction  

● The lessons provided me that how to 

represent my algorithmic related 

activities. 

● Good 

● Algorithmic thinking 

● Good 

● Good 
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Figure 1 Evaluation of the training lessons 
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B.3 Evaluation of the training activities  

Here is participants evaluation about the training procedure. (Q1) All the participants totally 

agree and agree that the training duration was adequate. (Q2-3) 100% totally agree and agree 

that (a) Information provided during the training was clear enough and (b) are satisfied with 

their workflow during the training. (Q4) 95.83% of the participants agree and agree when 

asked “Thanks to the training I was able to achieve relevant results for the future”, while 4.17% 

is indecisive. (Q5) 100% of the participants believe that the time allocated for the training was 

sufficient. (Q6) 100% of them believe that the electronic media used facilitated their learning 

and understanding. (Q7) Also, 100% of the participants agree and totally agree that the 

methods of delivering the content were appropriate for this training. (Q8) 100% of them agree 

and totally agree that the methods used by the presenter made the content clear and easy to 

understand. (Q9) 95.83% agree and totally agree that the equipment and online platform 

provided a good learning environment. (Q10) 91.66% of the participants believe that the 

assessment checks the correct knowledge and skills while 4.17% of them is indecisive. (Q11) 

95.84% agree and totally agree that proposed activities encourage participation. (Q12) 

95.83% agree and totally agree that the proposed activities raise the quality of teaching. 

13. What were the strengths in the training? 

List of comments: 

1. All Good 

2. Understanding the knowledge 

3. All 

4. All 

5. All 

6. It was all good  

7. is good it well helps as well 

8. All 

9. The Video 

10. It gives more insight and understanding of 

learning though the process used in the 

training. 

11. I think the method used by the presenter 

made the content very clear and easy to 

understand. 

12. All  

13. The Video 

14. Nothing 

15. All Good 

16. The method for providing the content was 

very appropriate for me, and I think the 

quality of teaching was also good. 

17. All  

18. All  
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19. I think the whole part is important and it is 

important to think in good ways. So, I 

think the whole training is strengh. 

20. Video  

21. The trainers 

22. Good  

23. The Video 

24. All 

14. What were the weaknesses in the training? 

List of comments: 

1. Nothing 

2. None  

3. Nothing 

4. Nothing 

5. Nothing 

6. No  

7. Nothing , is good 

8. Nothing 

9. No  

10. The major weakness is that not 

everyone is, or has the knowledge 

and the understanding of the 

training methods (electronic) 

11. I did not find any weaknesses during 

the training. Everything in good and 

clearly gets it. 

12. Nothing 

13. Nothing 

14. Nothing 

15. No one  

16. I didn't find any particular 

weaknesses in the training. It was 

very good at all. 

17. Nothing 

18. Nothing 

19. the method with visualization is very 

good. But I think if there was a 

white board with markas to show 

things more clearly than it will be 

more clear. 

20. Nothing 

21. Too complicated 

22. Nothing 

23. Nothing 

24. No

25.  

 

15. How could we have improved your training experience? 

List of comments: 

 

1. Good 2. No advise to give 
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3. Good 

4. Good 

5. Good 

6. Nothing 

7. is good like this 

8. Good 

9. Yes 

10. by explaining better orally and 

breaking down everything to simple 

level (lower levels) 

11. Honestly, I am satisfied with 

electronic media, through you 

learning is the best way for me  

12. yes, very Good 

13. Nice  

14. Good 

15. It was very good  

16. The information provided during 

training was clear enough, so I 

become very satisfied with my 

workflow during training. 

17. yes good  

18. Good lesson 

19. yes, the training was very good and I 

learned various types of algorithmic 

and ways, so it was good. 

20. very good  

21. simplify the materials and slides 

22. Yes 

23. It's ok 

24. Good 
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Figure 2 Evaluation of the pilot training 
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C. Conclusion 

Almost all the participants wrote down a significant comment. The evaluation is very realistic 

and depicts the training reaction. We must take into account those comments and improve the 

material. Digging into questionnaire details, we see that participants are relatively young aged 

less than 29 years old. Despite their young profile, they found Algorithmic Thinking as a 

teaching approach that could help their work in the classroom. They asked for more examples 

in order to be able to utilize Algorithmic Thinking in the classroom and beyond. 

Especially, young people who are not so familiar with computer science realized that algorithms 

are everywhere and that they could be trained more deeply and disseminate this knowledge to 

refugees.  

In conclusion, this was a very productive and fruitful training seminar where we had the chance 

to pilot the productive learning material and from the other side, participating teachers opened 

a window to this innovative topic called Algorithmic Thinking. 


