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Dzenzeluk O., Bilokon L., Tkachenko P., Kurilo T. Level of motive activity of schoolboys of general 
establishments  Zhytomyr. To the article general description of concepts and problem of health, physical and motive 
activity of studying young people is driven. Conducted analysis of research work and publications of home and foreign 
scientists of this direction and way of decision of them, but in spite of it and until now I exist great number of open 
question and problems that must be decided with for maintenance of health of the young generation of independent 
Ukraine. One of ways of decision of these problems, all-round research of motive activity of studying young people. 
Primary information about the a week's budget of time was got due to anonymous questionnaire of general schools of 
students of I - III of levels Zhytomyr. The analysis of data of questionnaire allowed to set implementations of level of 
physical and motive activity of studying young people, as the below set "subzero" tabular value, that in turn compels to 
be thoughtful above the system of evaluation, and development of ways of bringing in of effective methods of affecting 
consciousness of schools of students on for the improvement of motive and physical activity and strengthening of own 
health. 

Key words: movable activity, domestic motions, extracurricular time, P.E, a week's budget of time. 
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