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, % ,% 
 

I  

1.    – 92%,  – 8 %  – 32%,  – 68% 
2.       – 37%,  – 63 %  – 72%,  – 28% 

3.       – 23%,  – 77 %  – 93%,  – 7 % 

4.       – 87%,  -13%  – 83%,  – 17% 

5.   –    – 31%,  – 67% (2%  
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 – 23%,  -77 % 
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9.    – 86%,  -14 %  – 83%,  – 17% 

10.      – 88%,  -12%  -74%,  – 26 % 

11.     – 68%,  – 30 % (2%  
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AA nn nn oo tt aa tt ii oo nn   

In the article the questions of realization of the individual going are examined near students by the 
method of educational projects. The examples of organization of project activity of students are considered in 
the process of study of physics. 

Keywords: individual approach, project technology, method of projects, studies of physics. 


