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were Just as eager to enjoy thelr functional projects
because they played with them at every opportunity.

There appeared to be motivation toward the regular
currlcular studles. This wés apparent when the students
turned their work in on time more often and asked for
asslgnments ahead of time--~for homework. There were a few,
however, who were 1rresponsib1e} Some of these used
fictitious answers to show that thelr work was finished so
that they could get back to the sclence table. These
students may have been overstimulated as well as irrespon-
gible.

It was quite obvious that the students learned
something about the sciences they studlied--some learned
more and some learned less. All of the students involved
must have acqulired some background in the science
categorles studied to help them understand thelr sclentific
environment better.

The above statements are conclusions made from
observing the students' activities, their behavior and
interpretations made from the plctures included in "The
Experimental Activities". The interpretation of the

interest and motivation questionnaires and test informa-

tion has been recorded in the followlng pages.



