The impact of the outdoors on children’s motor development.	Comment by swwcte24: Title not included in word count

Observations from field notes show both schools used the outdoors a similar amount of time.  Although there is no specified amount of time allocated to the use of the outdoors, the Foundation Phase philosophy places ‘great importance on practitioners using the outdoors as another classroom where children can work on a daily basis’ (Davidson, 2010).	Comment by swwcte24: Use of primary data and shows research method.	Comment by swwcte24: Link to theory 

School A allows the children greater access to the natural environment. 	Comment by swwcte24: Consideration of research focus
Fjortoft (2000) highlights improved motor development in children using the natural environment for learning. And pupils from school A have better fundamental motor skills which may relate to increased access to the natural environment, or to socio economic factors, as Goodway and Branta (2006) identify that children from poor socioeconomic backgrounds have poorer fundamental motor skills. 	Comment by swwcte24: Link to lit	Comment by swwcte24: Literature noting broader considerations than the research focus

The children in School B are in an urban environment, so as well as limited access to the natural areas of the play ground during school time, their access to the natural landscape is limited in their leisure time out of school.	Comment by swwcte24: Consideration of the research focus

The landscape in Fjortoft’s study was a woodland area with ‘a high diversity and heterogeneity ‘ ……and   ‘ complexity in topography and vegetation’ (2000:30). In both the study schools the natural environment was not as complex, but was supplemented with trim trails and climbing equipment. 	Comment by swwcte24: Links to previous research

Previous studies have shown that children play differently indoors and outdoors, (Sook-Young, Herwig, and Shelley, 2001, Fjiortoft, 2000, 2001), This behaviour is influenced by the affordance of the environment (Niklasson, and Sandberg, 2010).	Comment by swwcte24: Links to previous research

A striking feature was the way that the schools incorporated the outdoor environment into many different aspects of learning. This was evident in both schools demonstrating the holism claimed for outdoor learning  (Waite, 2011). In both schools the activities outside were extremely varied, school B used a wooded forest school site for activities based on a story, children ‘enjoyed the mud and the puddles’  (FN 6, 4), they had to ‘find sticks etc. to make stick man from the story’ (FN 6, 10). School A used the local beach  “we went with Dosbarth Glas down to Pebble beach, that whole day of activities on the beach, it led to music making it led to writing, art, dance, it just evolved” (Interview teacher school A).	Comment by swwcte24: Critical writing and analysis	Comment by swwcte24: Primary data used to support discussion and highlighting specific methods –Field notes FN and Interview. 

Although the schools in this study use the outdoors virtually on a daily basis and throughout the year, there is still an element of missing the opportunity for more free play in natural environments.	Comment by swwcte24: Linking theory to practice and critical writing.
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