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Manilo Y.V. Analysis of indicators of motor activity of football referees different qualifications during 

the matches at the national level in Ukraine. The article served analysis of motor activity of football referees different 
qualifications during the matches at the national level. The comparative analysis of indicators of  
motor activity of football referees different leagues. 
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x  s x  s x  s 
103, 5 106 209,5  
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Marinciuc V.V. Motivating students pedagogical skills to exercise in a natural environment .The article 

describes the views of scientists and scholars on account of motivation in students with pedagogical qualifications to 
exercise in a natural environment and presents the results of a survey students about their attitudes toward the 
environment. The features of the motivation to exercise in the open air university students. The regularities of formation 
motives students to exercise. 

Key words: natural environment , motivation , exercise. 
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