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Short This course will discuss the scope of public policy analysis, problem formulation methods, alternative policy development methods,
Course policy recommendation methods and forms of policy analysis results documents.
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Students are able
to understand
public policy
analysis as science

- Explain the
meaning of public
policy analysis -
Explain the scope
of public policy -
Explain the
objectives of
public policy
analysis

Criteria:

1.Assessment
sheet 1 is used
to assess
students*
mastery of

knowledge about

public policy
analysis.

2.The assessment
contained in
Assessment
Sheet 1is
carried out
during the Mid-
Semester
Examination
(UTS).

3.Assessment
Sheet 1.
Consists of 4
essay questions.

4 Weight of
Questions No. 1
20

5.Weight of
question no. 2
40

6.Weight of
question No. 3
40

- Pulpit lecture
- Question
and answer. -
Discussion

3 X50

0%

Students are able
to understand the
framework of public
policy analysis

-Approaches to
public policy
analysis -Forms
of public policy
analysis

Criteria:

1.Assessment
sheet 1 is used
to assess
students*
mastery of
knowledge about
public policy
analysis.

2.The assessment
contained in
Assessment
Sheet 1is
carried out
during the Mid-
Semester
Examination
(UTS).

3.Assessment
Sheet 1.
Consists of 4
essay questions.

4 Weight of
Questions No. 1
20

5.Weight of
question no. 2
40

6.Weight of
question No. 3
40

- Pulpit lecture
- Question
and answer. -
Discussion

3 X50

0%




Students are able
to understand
public policy
analysis
procedures

Explains
procedures for
public policy
analysis
according to
Dunn, Jones,
Solichin Abdul
Wabhab, Edi
Soeharto

Criteria:

1.Assessment
sheet 1 is used
to assess
students*
mastery of
knowledge about
public policy
analysis.

2.The assessment
contained in
Assessment
Sheet 1is
carried out
during the Mid-
Semester
Examination
(UTS).

3.Assessment
Sheet 1.
Consists of 4
essay questions.

4 Weight of
Questions No. 1
20

5.Weight of
question no. 2
40

6.Weight of
question No. 3
40

- Pulpit lecture
- Question
and answer -
discussion

3 X50

0%

Students are able
to understand the
formulation of
public policy
problems

- Explaining the
meaning of policy
problems -
Explaining the
meaning of policy
problem
formulation -
Identifying
considerations in
selecting
problems -
Identifying
characteristics of
problems -
Explaining types
of public
problems -
Explaining the
importance of
data in
formulating
problems -
Explaining stages
of problem
formulation -
Explaining
methods for
formulating
problems

Criteria:

1.Assessment
sheet 1 is used
to assess
students*
mastery of
knowledge about
public policy
analysis.

2.The assessment
contained in
Assessment
Sheet 1 is
carried out
during the Mid-
Semester
Examination
(UTS).

3.Assessment
Sheet 1.
Consists of 4
essay questions.

4 Weight of

Questions No. 1
20

5.Weight of
question no. 2
40

6.Weight of
question No. 3
40

- Pulpit lecture
- Question
and answer -
discussion

3 X50

0%

0%




6 Students are able Explaining the Criteria: Pulpit lecture - 0%
forecasting forecasing - LAssessment | questions and
9 Explaininggthe sheet 1isused |answers -
purpose of to assess Discussion
forecasting - students’ 3X50
e
policy alternatives knowledge about
which are matters public policy
relating to the analysis.
IEUtU?%_'_ " 2.The assessment
xplaining the ) :
source of goals, contained in
targets and policy Assessment
alternatives - Sheet 1is
Efxfplalnlngt.types carried out
of forecasting - ; i
Types of the gurmg the Mid
future - emester
Forecasting Examination
methods and (UTS).
techniques 3.Assessment
Sheet 1.
Consists of 4
essay questions.
4 Weight of
Questions No. 1
20
5.Weight of
question no. 2
40
6.Weight of
question No. 3
40
7 0%
8 MIDTERM EXAM 0%
3 X50
9 Students are able - Develop various | Criteria: - Lecture - 0%
to develop various policy alternatives 1.Assessment Discussion -
policy alternatives - Students are ! . ;
and formulate able to formulate Sheet 2 consists gin;%nstratmn
selection criteria selection criteria of an
for policy assessment of:
alternatives 2.- Suitability of
the paper to the
writing
systematics
3.- Match the title
with the contents
of the paper
4.- Depth of paper
content
10 Students are able - Explain various | Criteria: - Lecture - 0%
assesementsto | mefhods for LAssessment | Discussion -
produce policy policy Sheet 2 consists ng?;%?:gg
recommendations recommendations of an
- Practice the use assessment of: | 3X50
%;ﬁggsssffgfm 2.- Suitability of
policy thg paper to the
recommendations writing
in a case systematics
example 3.- Match the title
with the contents
of the paper
4.- Depth of paper
content
11 0%
12 Students are able - Identifying Criteria: - Lecture - 0%
&0 exlplain 6}.”d ptOI:fyh d 1.Assessment Discussion -
evelop policy stakeholders - ) :
advocacy steps Identifying theEt 2 consists gin;%nstratmn
institutional tools oran
- Determining assessment of:

advocacy steps

2.- Suitability of
the paper to the
writing
systematics

3.- Match the title
with the contents
of the paper

4.- Depth of paper
content




13 Students are able - Determine the Criteria: - Lecture - 0%
to communicate paper material - 1.Assessment Discussion -
ﬁwfg’ugehssgﬁous F?aegle?'n t(ri]reeg?ehgy Sheet 2 consists | Demonstration
forms of policy policy paper in of an - Performance
texts accordance with assessment of: | 6X 50
the principles and | 2 . syitability of
objectives the paper to the
writing
systematics
3.- Match the title
with the contents
of the paper
4.- Depth of paper
content
14 0%
15 Students are able - Prepare oral Criteria: - Lecture - 0%
RIS | Pwria™ | Lassessment | Discusson
¥ . Sheet 2 consists | Demonstration
form grc;Tduct effective of an _ Performance
presentations assessment of: | 2X 50
2.- Suitability of
the paper to the
writing
systematics
3.- Match the title
with the contents
of the paper
4.- Depth of paper
content
16 FINAL SEMESTER 0%
EXAMINATION 2 X 50
(UAS)

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Case Study

No | Evaluation | Percentage

0%

Notes

1.

L

© N

11.
12.

Learning Outcomes of Study Program Graduates (PLO - Study Program) are the abilities possessed by each Study
Program graduate which are the internalization of attitudes, mastery of knowledge and skills according to the level of their
study program obtained through the learning process.

The PLO imposed on courses are several learning outcomes of study program graduates (CPL-Study Program) which
are used for the formation/development of a course consisting of aspects of attitude, general skills, special skills and
knowledge.

Program Objectives (PO) are abilities that are specifically described from the PLO assigned to a course, and are specific
to the study material or learning materials for that course.

Subject Sub-PO (Sub-PO) is a capability that is specifically described from the PO that can be measured or observed and
is the final ability that is planned at each learning stage, and is specific to the learning material of the course.

Indicators for assessing ability in the process and student learning outcomes are specific and measurable statements
that identify the ability or performance of student learning outcomes accompanied by evidence.

Assessment Criteria are benchmarks used as a measure or measure of learning achievement in assessments based on
predetermined indicators. Assessment criteria are guidelines for assessors so that assessments are consistent and
unbiased. Criteria can be quantitative or qualitative.

Forms of assessment: test and non-test.

Forms of learning: Lecture, Response, Tutorial, Seminar or equivalent, Practicum, Studio Practice, Workshop Practice,
Field Practice, Research, Community Service and/or other equivalent forms of learning.

Learning Methods: Small Group Discussion, Role-Play & Simulation, Discovery Learning, Self-Directed Learning,
Cooperative Learning, Collaborative Learning, Contextual Learning, Project Based Learning, and other equivalent methods.

. Learning materials are details or descriptions of study materials which can be presented in the form of several main points

and sub-topics.

The assessment weight is the percentage of assessment of each sub-PO achievement whose size is proportional to the
level of difficulty of achieving that sub-PO, and the total is 100%.

TM=Face to face, PT=Structured assignments, BM=Independent study.
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