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Application of Teaching Model through Peer Consulting for Enhancing
Instructional Professionalism to Pre-service Teachers of Fisheries
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The purpose of this study was to apply a teaching model trough peer consulting to pre-service
fisheries and marine teachers to enhance instructional professionalism. These results have significance to
provide baseline data for pre-serve teacher education. The results were as follows: First, The teaching
model trough peer consulting for pre-service fisheries and marine teachers was modified and supplemented
based on the teaching model developed at the first year to improve teaching demonstration competence
and their pre-perceptions on teaching in order to enhance instructional professionalism. The final designed
model consisted of the introductory phase and the practical. The introductory phase, which was prepared
for enhancing instructional professionalism and peer consulting, was comprised of NCS curriculum,

teaching and learning strategies,
guidance plan, teaching demonstration, and theory and practice on peer consulting. The practical phase
was composed of preparing for teaching, doing and watching teaching, and reflecting teaching. Second,
The model was applied to lessons during 13 weeks and analysed. After Pre-service teachers did 5 times
teaching demonstration and pear consulting, they showed positive satisfaction for the model in order to

enhance instructional professionalism.
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