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Wayapolis Experiment
Wayapolis Experiment is produced by Televisión Nacional de Chile based in Santiago, Chile. On 
the unknown, and never touched by man Wayapolis Island, a revolutionary scientific test is being 
developed by Waipex Corporation called: The Wayapolis Experiment. Their mission: send a TV set 
with cultural and educative programming of the Waipex Corporation, to make evolve a group of wild 
animals from the island. But there is a problem: along with the TV, a remote control has been sent, 
so that the animals quickly learn to see other programs. The Corporation will try in every episode to 
retrieve or destroy the remote control.  In the present episode things get worse, because Gunther, the 
elephant, is depressed and has been watching TV all day. Mr. Waipex and his team need more help 
and a secret agent arrives with a great plan!

Wayapolis Experiment was one of the PRIX JEUNESSE INTERNATIONAL 2010 finalists in the 
12-15 category. 

International experts’ opinions

The producer of the program, Wayapolis Experiment, was also 
present during the discussions and explained: “It is comedy; it is 
about not taking TV too seriously. That is the main model of the 
show. It is a show that makes a joke about educational television” 
(male expert, Chile). 

Wayapolis Experiment, as the name suggests, experimented with 
different television genres, including live forms and animation 
to pursue their message. The use of animation came under heavy 
scrutiny by the experts and got mixed reviews. A female expert from 
Columbia appreciated the finger nail polish while the Pakistan male 
expert could not understand the concept of “changing nail polishes 
from red to white, and the female characters were changing from 
male to female, and female to male.” Some experts, however, liked 
the mixing of different styles of 
animation and live action and 
found it “very creative” (female 
expert, USA). “I kind of thought 
it was like commentary on the 
whole children’s education 

world. You have this team of 
producers, researchers; and they make a product for children, and 
they watch their reaction. It is all this mix media that they make: 
animation, live action” (female expert, Denmark). 

Figure 1: Team meeting of Waipex Corpo-
ration.

Figure 2: Wayapolis Island.

Figure 3: Use of animation in the shows.
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The majority of the experts, however, were very critical of the 
program Wayapolis Experiment. Many of them could not understand 
the meaning of the program. They thought that it was too difficult 
to understand even for adults. “I didn’t understand it. I did not like 
it” (male expert, USA). They almost seemed clueless about the 
program and questioned if this kind of program could be beneficial 
for children: “I had a hard time getting the story – or drama – line. 
Then I thought, is this for little younger kids? I don’t know” (female 
expert, Norway). “I don’t know  about Chile – but to have this kind 
of humour is very surrealistic – you don’t understand anything. I 
don’t know, maybe in Chile there is this kind of humour” (male 
expert, Spain). 
Another issue raised was the portrayal of gender in the program: 
“The gender role was awful. I mean, the girl was almost naked and 
that is terrible” (female expert, Argentina). 

International Youth Jury’s Opinions

In 2010, the PRIX JEUNESSE INTERNATIONAL included the 
votes of an international youth jury, organized in co-operation with 
broadcasters worldwide. Teens between 12-15 years of age in seven 
countries discussed and judged 16 programs in the 12-15 year-old-
category. Here is a summary of their discussions on the program 
Wayapolis Experiment. 

The youth jury members from Canada had mixed feedback about 
the program. They liked a few aspects of the program but could 
not understand others. They really liked the technical aspect of 
the movie. “The technical aspects were the best that we saw like 
the effects and editing” (female). They also liked the acting and 
costumes of the characters. “I really liked the moments with the 
actors even though the décor was not the greatest but the characters 
were so much like caricatured” (female). However, few thought that 
the story was not appropriate for their age and was more geared 
toward young children than themselves: “I thought the story was 
mixed, the dialogues were for our age but the story was like for 
children, so it was all messed up” (female). They had difficulty 
understanding the story and thought that it as confusing: “It was 
a little bit mixed up between the cartoons and the story so I find it 
difficult to evaluate” (male). 

The youth jury members from Georgia were unanimous in their 
dislike of the program. They pointed out a lot of flaws in the program 
like “bad cartoons,” “bad actors” and “bad songs.” Some youth 
jury members thought that it was “disorganized” and “difficult to 
follow;” as well as  “too much speed, too many changes and too 
fast to follow” (female). 

Figure 4: Cartoon characters used in the
program.

Figure 5: Cartoon characters came under 
heavy criticism.

Figure 6: Use of „funny“ and „ridiculous“
cartoons.

Figure 7: Use of cartoons were no-where near
„Tom & Jerry“ and „Tintin“.
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The youth jury members from Ghana did not like the animation of the program. They  preferred 3D 
animation over 2D as they thought that 2D animation is not appropriate for their age group. “They 
should have made it 3D so that would be more interesting. How can you make 2D animation for 12-15 
year olds? The animations were childlike so it doesn’t fit our age group” (male). Though one member 
did try to defend the animation of the program by commenting that “if a 12 year old can stick to the 
TV because of ‘Tom and Jerry,’ then that person can also watch this one” (female).  Her remarks 
were, however, refuted by all the other jury members. “I don’t agree because ‘Tom and Jerry’ and the 
‘Tintin’ that we have been watching are different from the ‘Wayapolis Experiment.’  ‘Tom and Jerry’ 
is understandable and well animated but as for this one, even the animals in it were just like toys.”

The youth jury members from Italy found the program very funny although they could not understand 
its theme. “It was funny, but I didn’t get it. We could not identify ourselves with that” (female). They 
found the program very hilarious though. “What was the meaning of that?”All of them exclaimed, 
“It was crazy! We could not understand anything at all. Yes, we were all laughing but because it was 
so mad.” 

All the youth jury members from Lebanon found the story “confusing” and difficult to comprehend. 
“We didn’t understand the subject at the beginning and it was a bit confusing overall” (female). Though 
some of them appreciated the “good cartoons,” “funny actors” and “characters”, they could not grasp 
the real meaning of the story. “Funny actors and characters, funny at times, when he crushed the little 
ant. But overall it is a confusing story” (male). However, many youth jury members were impressed 
with the special effects and the fact that it was a high-budget program. “It is a bit of everything, fast 
moving, interesting to watch” (male). “No story line but its not easy to do. The animation is hard to 
do, I respected the fact that it is well done” (female). 

The youth jury members from Nepal did not like the program at all. They found the story confusing 
and difficult to understand. “There is no proper link in the flow of story” (female). They were not 
even happy with the characterization in the program. “It looks like the story if of animals and is not 
interesting. Many characters are shown and it so confusing” (female). 

The youth jury members from Venezuela thought that the program was not up to the standards of their 
age group  in the 12-15 category. According to them, the show was for very small children and did 
not do justice to the  expectations of their generation. “Honestly, it is not for our age, because I was 
so small and I can see everything, but if anything, that’s ridiculous” (female). Moreover, they could 
not make sense of the program and found the program “illogical” and “ridiculous.” “We were talking 
about television use to learn culture and entertainment. Well, this might be some entertainment, like 
sitcom-type comic, but too bad, because it teaches us to do crazy things” (male). 

Prof. Dr. Dafna Lemish and Namrata Bansal 
(Southern Illinois University – Carbondale, USA)


