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Appendix 9
A Comparison of the Motivation and PARSEL Models
Both recognise the importance of student motivation.

The Claus model sees motivation being driven by; 
Relevance of Subject, 
Opportunity to participate, and 
Comprehensibility.

The PARSEL model suggests that student motivation is, initially, only driven by relevance.
If the topic presented is relevant, then the students are motivated to learn. Hence stage 1, in the PARSEL model, which sets the scene for students and hence indicates relevance, is crucial to motivation.

In the PARSEL model, the other factors suggested in the Claus model are important to sustain motivation, once motivation has been established.  Thus, in the PARSEL model, opportunity to participate (learn) is seen as a global expression to cover teacher approach/climate, student ownership and attributes like - Higher Order learning, Nature of Science, Experimentation, Assessment. 
As a result of the motivation, in both models, class cooperation occurs (but this must also be set up by the teacher as an opportunity for students) and willingness to participate occurs (again this must be set up as an opportunity by the teacher also).  
The outcome is, of course, student performance (but in the PARSEL model this is measured in terms of ‘education through science’ and hence not only in terms of subject cognitive gains. A further outcome in PARSEL is popularity, taken to be akin to satisfaction in the Claus model.   
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