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                ECGE4001Q- Portfolio of study skills- Assessment Tasks  
Part1 
  
In Iceland and other Nordic countries, there is an emphasis on the importance of  

children playing outdoors. According to the Icelandic guidelines, curriculum and  

 policies, the outdoors is beneficial to children’s wellbeing. (Noradahl and  
 
Johannessen, 2013) There is also the emphasis that the outdoors is a learning  

 environment that encourages children to engage in healthy living like exercising.  
 
There has always been an emphasis on outdoor education for children in Iceland,  
 
more traditionally for those children aged one to six, as to older children, who are  
 
aged between six and sixteen who get to engage in outdoor play only during  
Breaktimes. 

In Reykjavik, seventy percent of mainstream schools have stated they practice outdoor education regularly (Oladottir,2008), although there is not a lot information on how teachers educate children during their time outdoors, as this may vary between different teachers through different schools.  

 Adapted from:  Norðdahl, K. and Jóhannesson, I. (2014). ‘Let's go outside’:
 Icelandic teachers' views of using the outdoors. Education 3-13, 44(4), pp.391-406. 
 
 Part 2a 
This essay will be focusing on forest schools. The definition of forest schools has been recognized by the Forest school network that defines the school as a  

           ‘’ An inspirational process that offers young people and adults' regular                           opportunities to achieve and develop confidence and self -esteem                               through hands-on learning experiences in a woodland environment’’.
                                                           (Murray and O' Brien, 2006, pp.6,10.) 

Parents are worried that their children are not experiencing the outdoors as much as their generation did, and that children seem to be more preoccupied with spending their time indoors. (Murray and O’Brien, 2008). Research from Ward et al. (2004) states that if children do not engage in outdoor activities now, then it is unlikely they will do so when they are older. This may mean they are missing out on the holistic benefits of outdoor access to nature that can improve the development of their physical and emotional wellbeing.  
The welsh government (2009) are now attempting to address the importance of outdoor learning by encouraging teachers throughout UK schools to adopt a Forest school approach, especially schools that teach foundation phase children.  
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Part 2b.   
 
 
1. Failing to acknowledge an author’s work is a form of plagiarism. (Cottrell, 2019, pp247) This is because you are assuming to take the credit for another’s work when you do not state where you found your Sources of information. (Pears and Shields, 2019, pp.4-5) Failure to do this will result in a deduction of marks, affecting your overall module score. Plagiarism can be avoided by always citing and providing a reference list. 
2. This is false. A quotation is something an author said throughout their own work. Any information we have taken to use throughout our assignments is not our own work. (Cottrell, 2019). If we do not do this the reader will not be able to locate who the original author is.  
 3. Wikipedia is not a good place to go to source academic material. (Cottrell,2019, p 243) Wikipedia is not reliable nor credible because the information that is submitted to Wikipedia can be given by anyone. (Wikipedia,2019) 
 4. Long quotes should be presented as a new Justified, and indented paragraph, that is on the left-hand side of the margin, using single line spacing. Long quotations do not require quotation marks (Pear and Shields, 2019, p13) if over 3 lines of words. Quotations also need to be correctly referenced. 
 5. It is essential to collect all relevant information using reliable sources such as, e-books, journals, texts and newspapers (Cottrell, 2019, pp 282-283) than can be found by accessing your university's online library resources. It is helpful to keep in mind the CRAAP (currency, relevant, authority, accuracy, and purpose) (Evans, 2019) method to help select proper relevant information.  
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Part 3  
This assignment focuses on a critical analysis of the article ‘Students perspectives on Cyberbullying’. (2007) The article has been written by Patricia W, Agatston, Ph.D., Robin Kowalski, Ph.D., and Susan Limber, Ph.D., and can be found within the Journal of Adolescent Health. (2007, pp. s59, s60) The main aim of this report was to present some brief information about cyberbullying using student participants throughout four schools in Cobb County, Georgia, USA. It is seen that the authors are trying to make it known that cyber-bullying Is becoming problematic for young people, throughout schools. However, it can be argued that there is not enough evidence to show how cyberbullying is taking place and how individual students are affected by it.   
The focus groups introduced at the beginning of the article are said to involve 3,767 students, in grades 6 to 8, exampling a percentage of those who have been affected by the issues of cyberbullying, yet there is no evidence to support where this exact study had taken place, or where further reading can be identified. (Pears and Shields, 2019, p.1) There is solid evidence to suggest that throughout the article, the authors have failed to reference and provide in-text citations (Pears and Shields, 2019, pp.7,8,9.) for students that have been stated throughout the text to have given their account on cyberbullying, and how and what the individual impact cyberbullying has had on them. We are presented with two different types of studies that have been conducted, one with no information regarding the method of study, or in which state the study was conducted in, all we can see is the study comprised of a large number of students, although this can still be argued on if the number of 3767 participants is in fact considered ‘large scale’ as there is no demographic data linking to what is written about the students in that part of the article. Again, this is also seen throughout the number of participants used for the two middle and two high schools.  
The 148 student participants claim to say many different things throughout the article by the author, yet there are no direct quotations from the students to state what they have said, giving the impression that was the information that has been written true? (Pears and Shields, 2019, pp,4,5,13) It is seen the article is focusing on the group as a ‘whole’ without bringing a single example of at least one of the students' perspectives on experiencing cyberbullying. This does defy the title of the article which is meant to focus on students' perspectives. For example, other Journal articles (Mishna et al., (2009), and Keith and Martin, (2009) that focus on the topic of cyberbullying give a non- biased view (Cottrell, 2017, p.74.) on the sources of internet where bullying can take place (Keith and Martin, 2005) Within the Journal article being critiqued, the impression we can get is that internet is categorized by the author as a high-risk behaviour same as drugs and violence with no positive attitude on internet use for young people at all. A comparing article by (Mishna et al., (2009) Children and youth’s perception of cyber-bullying’, looks at a similar topic as to the journal article with a more structured and wider referenced report that gives us an indication on how the study was conducted. Uses of references to support evidence demonstrated throughout articles would allow us to get a much better picture of what the article is trying to say. There is much wider use of information in Mishna (2009) article as to Agatston et al. (2009) journal. Agatston et al. (2009) wants us to get a better understanding of cyberbullying.   
However, to some there may not be a clear indication what cyberbullying is, and even more importantly how schools and parents can be aware of how to deal with cyberbullying issues. Just how The Australian Government (2004) cited in ‘Cyberbullying: creating a culture of respect in a cyber world, p226.) gives parents information on how to identify signs of bullying in general. Information like this would have been beneficial to use in Agatston et al. (2006) Journal. It can be argued that Agatston et al. (2006) could be attempting to address the reader in a biased nature, (Lewis, 2019) emphasizing the negative use of cyberbullying without giving appraisal to the benefits of internet use. (Cottrell, 2019, pp 258.) It is difficult to analyse any data presented within the journal article. One paragraph mentions    
 ‘’A majority of female students indicated that cyber-bullying was a problem...’’ (Agatston et al. 2007)   
It is unclear what the ‘majority’ is, without supporting evidence. However, it is stated in another article (Susan and Keith, 2005, p225.) that girls are more probable to be a perpetrator of cyberbullying basing the survey on girls ages 12 to 18 (Migliore, 2003, p225). It could be argued that without supporting referencing, Agatston may have committed plagiarism (Cottrell, 2019, pp247, 248.) with the failure to acknowledge sources and quote individual students. The young people aged 12- 17 that were selected based on socioeconomic data, showed percentages of participants who had full and part entitlement to free school meals. Within the poor structure of the article, (Cottrell,2019, p258.) it is unclear (Cottrell, 2019, pp58,59.) why this paragraph is present. If there is a possible link to poverty and bullying this data may be relevant, although there are no references or indication that the paragraph links to the rest of the article. Also, we do not know if this information in linked both the 3767 students in a study. Or, the school-based focus groups. (Cottrell, 2019, p74.)   
      ‘’This article will discuss...’’ pp. S59, introducing what is going to be said.                                                                                                        (Cottrell,2019, p322.)  
Suggestions to improve school policies and bring in strategies to deal with the use of technology in school is again not clear within the text. It is not mentioned Who was responsible for making recommendations to put in place strategies, and if the students were included in this decision making.  
It could have been helpful to provide information for what the strategies were and how they were going to be implemented, and by whom. It is evident to see that there are minimal evidence and references to support what the author is trying to say about cyber-bullying. There is no use of student's perspectives within the article as it suggests. As well as paragraphs that do not link very well and can be assumed to be irrelevant. I would not recommend this article to be valid because of the vital missing information. 
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