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as the models for the study? Is it only because they were never built? What, in fact, is being studied in 

this research? Is it the quality of the VR constructions? Is it the responses of visitors? Is it the 

effectiveness of the constructions as tools for learning? We already know that virtual environments can be 

created (is the author aware of Second Life?), and there doesn‟t seem to be anything more being 

proposed here. We‟re long past the time when we can merely say “gee whiz, we can make virtual worlds 

and „inhabit‟ them with VR goggles,” and have that be enough for a „research‟ paper. We need to be far 
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