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A About the Accreditation Process 

Name of the degree programme 
(in original language) 

(Official) Eng-
lish transla-
tion of the 
name 

Labels applied for 

1 
Previous 
accredita-
tion (issu-
ing agency, 
validity) 

Involved 
Technical 
Commit-
tees (TC)2 

Program Sarjana Perencanaan Wilayah 
dan Kota  

Bachelor of Ur-
ban and Re-
gional Planning  

ASIIN Seal BAN-PT (Na-
tional Ac-
creditation 
Board for 
Higher Edu-
cation); 
ASIIN, 
18.06.2021 – 
30.09.2026  

TC 03 

Program Magister Perencanaan Wila-
yah dan Kota  

Master of Urban 
and Regional 
Planning  

ASIIN Seal BAN-PT (Na-
tional Ac-
creditation 
Board for 
Higher Edu-
cation); 
ASIIN, 
18.06.2021 – 
30.09.2026  

TC 03 

Date of the contract: 17.12.2024 

Submission of the final version of the self-assessment report: 07.08.2025 

Date of the onsite visit: 11./12.02.2026 

at: Universitas Gadjah Mada 

 

Expert panel:  

Prof. Dr. Frank Schwartze – Technical University of Applied Sciences Lübeck 

Prof. Dr. Detlef Kurth – RPTU University Kaiserslautern-Landau 

 

 
1 ASIIN Seal for degree programmes 
2 TC: Technical Committee for the following subject areas: TC 03 – Civil Engineering, Geodesy and Architec-

ture. 
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Dr. Hendricus Andy Simarmata – Nusantara Urban Advisory 

Aurelia Nadya Utomo – Institut Teknologi Bandung  

Representative of the ASIIN headquarter: Tamina Renner  

Responsible decision-making committee: Accreditation Commission for Degree Pro-
grammes 

 

Criteria used:  

European Standards and Guidelines as of May 15, 2015 

ASIIN General Criteria, as of March 28, 2023 

Subject-Specific Criteria of Technical Committee 03 – Civil Engineering, Geodesy and Ar-
chitecture as of June 26, 2020  
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B Accreditation Status 

Result Overview 
The most recent decision for the ASIIN Seal was made by the ASIIN Accreditation Commis-
sion on 26.06.2026.  

Degree Programmes ASIIN Seal Validity 

Ba Urban and Regional Planning Accredited with require-
ments 

26.06.2026 – 17.10.2027 

Ma Urban and Regional Plan-
ning 

Accredited with require-
ments 

26.06.2026 – 17.10.2027 

Fulfilment of the Accreditation Criteria 

ASIIN General Criteria / Subject-Spe-
cific Criteria 

Ba Urban and Re-
gional Planning 

Ma Urban and Re-
gional Planning 

1 Degree programme: Concept, Content & Implementation 

1.1 Objectives and learning outcomes (in-
tended qualification profile) 

Fulfilled Fulfilled 

1.2 Title of the degree programme Fulfilled Fulfilled 

1.3 Curriculum Fulfilled Fulfilled 

1.4 Admission requirements Fulfilled Fulfilled 

1.5 Workload and credits Fulfilled Fulfilled 

1.6 Didactics and teaching methodology Fulfilled Fulfilled 

2 Exams: System, Concept and Organisation 

2 Exams: System, Concept and Organisa-
tion 

Fulfilled Fulfilled 

3 Resources 

3.1 Staff and staff development Fulfilled Fulfilled 
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ASIIN General Criteria / Subject-Spe-
cific Criteria 

Ba Urban and Re-
gional Planning 

Ma Urban and Re-
gional Planning 

3.2 Student support and student services Fulfilled Fulfilled 

3.2 Funds and equipment Fulfilled Fulfilled 

4 Transparency and Documentation 

4.1 Module descriptions Not fulfilled 

Requirement A1 

Not fulfilled 

Requirement A1 

4.2 Diploma and Diploma Supplement Fulfilled Fulfilled 

4.3 Relevant rules Fulfilled Fulfilled 

5 Quality Management: Quality Assessment and Development 

5 Quality Management: Quality Assess-
ment and Development 

Fulfilled Fulfilled 

Requirement 
For both programmes 

A 1. (ASIIN 4.1) Ensure that module descriptions are provided for all modules, that they 
include information explaining how the module mark is calculated, and that module 
names are translated into English consistently and used uniformly across all docu-
ments. 
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Accreditation History 
Ba Urban and Regional Planning 

ASIIN Seal  Validity  

Initial accreditation for full duration 18.06.2021 – 30.09.2026  

 

Ma Urban and Regional Planning 

ASIIN Seal  Validity  

Initial accreditation for full duration 18.06.2021 – 30.09.2026  
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C Characteristics of the Degree Programmes 

a) Name Final degree 
(original/Eng-
lish translation) 

b) Areas of Spe-
cialisation 

c) Corre-
sponding 
level of the 
EQF3 

d) Mode of 
Study 

e) Dou-
ble/Joint 
Degree 

f) Duration g) Credit 
points/unit 

h) Intake rhythm & 
First time of offer 

Bachelor of Urban 
and Regional Plan-
ning  

S.PWK/BURP  
(Bachelor of Ur-
ban and Re-
gional Planning)  

1. Urban Plan-
ning and Man-
agement 
2. Environmental 
and Regional 
Planning 
3. Infrastructure 
Planning and De-
velopment 
4. Housing and 
Real Estate Plan-
ning 
5. Disaster Miti-
gation-Based 
Planning 

6 Full time / 8 semes-
ters 

226.5 ECTS 
(151 Indo-
nesian SCU)  

Annually/2003  

Master of Urban 
and Regional Plan-
ning  

MURP  
(Master of Ur-
ban and Re-
gional Planning)  

1. Neighbour-
hood Planning 
2. Urban Plan-
ning 
3. Regional Plan-
ning 
4. Cultural Herit-
age Planning 
5. Infrastructure 
Planning and 
Management 
6. Real Estate 
Planning 
7. Environment 
and Landscape 
Planning 
8. Smart Cities 
and Regions 

7 Full time / 4 semes-
ters 

67.5 ECTS 
(45 Indone-
sia SCU)  

Each semes-
ter/1994  

 

 

 
3 EQF = The European Qualifications Framework for lifelong learning 
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Contextualisation 

Universitas Gadjah Mada (UGM), founded in 1949, is one of the oldest universities in Indo-
nesia and is regarded as an important institution in the country’s higher education system. 
The university positions itself as contributing to the development and dissemination of the 
national philosophy Pancasila, which comprises five core principles guiding Indonesian so-
ciety and statehood. 

UGM has developed from an institution with initially six faculties to a comprehensive uni-
versity comprising 18 faculties, one postgraduate school (Master’s and doctoral level), and 
one vocational school. In total, the university offers 278 study programmes and has a stu-
dent population of approximately 50,000. The campus is located in Bulaksumur, Yogya-
karta, where most academic units are concentrated. 

Academic activities at UGM are guided by the principles of the Tri Dharma of higher edu-
cation, which encompass education and teaching, research, and community service. The 
organisational structure includes faculties that are typically subdivided into departments 
and study programmes, reflecting a broad disciplinary coverage. 

 

Brief Descriptions of the Study Programmes 

For the Bachelor’s degree programme in Urban and Regional Planning (BURP), the univer-
sity has presented the following profile in the Self-Assessment Report (SAR): 

“BURP was established in 2003, 9 years after the master program had started. BURP is af-
filiated with ASPI (the Indonesian Planning Schools Association) and IAP (the Indonesian 
Association of Urban and Regional Planners) and specializes in spatial engineering and plan-
ning. BURP’s vision is to become a leading undergraduate program in Urban and Regional 
Planning in Asia, with a focus on spatial engineering grounded in the values of inclusivity, 
solidarity, empowerment, and justice, aiming to achieve sustainability and the betterment 
of humanity. 

[...] The BURP curriculum is designed to be completed in 8 semesters and comprises 151 
SCUs, which is equivalent to 226.5 ECTS. The curriculum focuses on 6 studios (case-based 
learning) over six semesters. Students start with 2 studios on the basic understanding of 
place and space at various scales, and progress to neighborhood, urban, and regional plan-
ning, and finally thematic planning in the sixth semester. Specializations in BURP are devel-
oped through elective courses and internships. Students have the flexibility to tailor their 
academic plan with guidance from academic supervisors. The internship, which is manda-
tory and evaluated positively by employers, provides practical and professional planning 
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experience in real-life settings. The curriculum includes a Final Project in the eighth semes-
ter. BURP offers the following five specializations: 

1) Urban Planning and Management, 

2) Environmental and Regional Planning, 

3) Infrastructure Planning and Development, 

4) Housing and Real Estate Planning, and 

5) Disaster Mitigation-Based Planning” 

For the Master’s degree programme in Urban and Regional Planning (MURP), the university 
has presented the following profile in the SAR: 

“MURP was established in 1994 to address Indonesia's increasing demand for planning ex-
pertise in national development. [...] MURP is affiliated with ASPI (the Indonesian Planning 
Schools Association) and IAP (the Indonesian Association of Urban and Regional Planners), 
and specializes in spatial engineering and planning. MURP’s vision is to become a center of 
excellence in transdisciplinary knowledge development and a guiding force for civilization 
in the Asia-Pacific region. It emphasizes spatial engineering grounded in the values of inclu-
sivity, solidarity, empowerment, justice, and equality, with the ultimate goal of achieving 
sustainability and the advancement of humanity. MURP's vision is further articulated 
through four missions. The program is designed to be completed in 4 semesters. 

[...] MURP offers two study streams: Master by Coursework and Master by Research, both 
requiring the completion of 45 SCUs, which is equivalent to 67.5 ECTS. The backbone of the 
Master by Coursework curriculum consists of the Studio and Planning Methods, Tech-
niques, and Processes courses. The Master by Coursework curriculum is organized into The-
ory, Studio, and Thesis clusters and is conducted over four semesters. Students must com-
plete 14 compulsory courses and 3 elective courses but can select from three distinct con-
centrations that align with their individual interests and needs. These concentrations are 
structured around three fundamental spatial ontologies commonly found in planning: (1) 
neighborhood planning, (2) urban planning, and (3) regional planning. Each concentration 
includes courses in studio, economics, and development management, supplemented by 
27 elective options. 

The Master by Research focuses on research development through five interrelated clus-
ters: Research-Supporting Theory, Research Methods, Research-Supporting Practice, Re-
search Presentation, and Research Publication. These clusters provide a strong theoretical 
foundation, methodological expertise, independent research practice, and opportunities 
for disseminating findings through academic writing and publications. While elective 
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courses are not predefined in the Master by Research, students may integrate relevant 
topics with supervisor approval.” 

 

Summary of the Experts’ Assessment 

The experts positively acknowledge that the study programmes are established, well-struc-
tured, and aligned with international standards. Their position among the top three Urban 
and Regional Planning (URP) programmes in Indonesia underlines their strong academic 
reputation and relevance. 

They further note the attractive and well-maintained campus, as well as the overall good 
quality of facilities and equipment, which support the delivery of the programmes. The ex-
perts highlight the collegial working atmosphere among staff and emphasise the motiva-
tion and engagement of the students. 

In addition, the experts recognise the partly progress made in the institution’s internation-
alisation strategy. They also commend the strong links with the business community and 
the public sector, which actively support the programmes and contribute to their practical 
orientation. 

At the same time, the experts identify several areas for further improvement. In particular, 
they see a need to revise the module descriptions. These should consistently include all 
relevant information, for example a clear explanation of how module grades are calculated, 
and module titles should be translated consistently into English across all documents. In 
addition, module descriptions should be available for all components of the study pro-
grammes and be published in a way that ensures accessibility for all relevant stakeholders. 

Furthermore, the experts note that the total number of credits obtained upon completion 
of the Bachelor’s and Master’s programmes does not currently reach the required 300 ECTS 
credits. They therefore emphasise the need to ensure compliance with this requirement. 

Beyond these more formal aspects, the experts also identify several areas with potential 
for further enhancement. These include improving the timeliness of feedback on mid-term 
examination results, strengthening the outgoing mobility opportunities for teaching staff, 
and expanding students’ access to relevant software licences. In addition, they recommend 
improving access to study spaces, both in terms of availability and accessibility, and further 
enhancing the spatial conditions and equipment of the studio facilities. 

The experts also suggest including the chosen specialisation in the diploma documentation 
in order to improve transparency for prospective employers. With regard to the Bachelor’s 
programme, they recommend reviewing the alignment between the content and the nam-
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ing of specialisations, which are not always self-explanatory. For both programmes, the 
experts propose selected adjustments to further strengthen the curricular focus and con-
tent. Finally, they note that the flexibility for international mobility within the Master’s pro-
gramme could be improved in order to provide broader access to study-abroad opportuni-
ties. 
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D Expert Report for the ASIIN Seal 

1. The Degree Programme: Concept, Content & Implemen-
tation 

Criterion 1.1 Objectives and Learning Outcomes of a Degree Programme (Intended Qual-
ifications Profile) 

Evidence:  
• Self-Assessment Report 

• Programme website BURP: https://pwk.archiplan.ugm.ac.id/academic/curriculum/ 

• Programme website MURP: https://mpwk.ugm.ac.id/en/master-program/ 

• Samples of the Diploma Supplement 

• Objective-module-matrices 

• Discussions during the audit 

Preliminary assessment and analysis of the experts:  
According to the information provided in the SAR, Universitas Gadjah Mada (UGM) applies 
an Outcome-Based Education (OBE) approach, as mandated by the Ministry of Research, 
Technology, and Higher Education.  

For all programmes, UGM has defined and published Programme Educational Objectives 
(PEOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs). While the PEOs are rather general and 
refer to the vision and mission of the respective faculty, the PLOs describe specific compe-
tences to be acquired within the respective degree programme. The PEOs and PLOs for the 
Bachelor and Master programmes in Urban and Regional Planning have been developed 
based on the institutional vision and mission, as well as identified requirements and stake-
holder needs. The PEOs and PLOs can be found in the appendix of this report. 

The BURP programme aims to educate graduates who are professionally qualified in spatial 
planning, demonstrate a high level of technical competence, and show integrity as well as 
capabilities in research and innovation. Graduates are expected to be responsive to current 
and future challenges in the field of planning. 

The MURP programme is designed to prepare graduates for professional roles as planners, 
researchers, and managers or facilitators in urban and regional development at mid-career 

https://pwk.archiplan.ugm.ac.id/academic/curriculum/
https://mpwk.ugm.ac.id/en/master-program/
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level. They are expected to demonstrate reliability, strong communication skills, and the 
ability to think critically, creatively, and innovatively in the field of spatial planning and re-
gional and urban development. 

As described in the SAR, the PEOs and PLOs are documented and communicated through 
various official channels, including programme handbooks, syllabi, curricula, and university 
websites. These documents are accessible to students and relevant stakeholders, such as 
prospective students and external partners. 

The SAR further states that the development and revision of the PEOs and PLOs involved a 
Task Force Team for Curriculum Development, which conducted group discussions with 
stakeholders. Input was obtained from teaching staff, students, alumni, employers, and 
cooperation partners, and was taken into account in the formulation process. 

According to the SAR, the PEOs and PLOs are aligned with the professional competency 
standards defined by the Indonesian Association of Urban and Regional Planners (IAP), the 
Indonesian Planning Schools Association (ASPI), and the national accreditation body BAN-
PT. These competencies are regularly reviewed in five-year cycles to ensure alignment with 
industry requirements and professional standards. The most recent review was conducted 
in 2021, and the resulting curriculum adjustments were approved by the Faculty Senate 
and the Dean. 

Furthermore, the SAR indicates that graduates who have achieved the defined PLOs are 
well accepted in the labour market, as evidenced by tracer study data. It is also stated that 
the competency profiles of both BURP and MURP correspond to the Subject-Specific Crite-
ria (SSC); a corresponding matrix was provided to the experts. 

The experts confirm that the PEOs and PLOs of the degree programmes are described in a 
concise and coherent manner. 

They acknowledge that UGM has mapped its PLOs against the matrix of the Subject-Specific 
Criteria (SSC) of Technical Committee 03 – Civil Engineering, Geodesy and Architecture. Alt-
hough not all SSC can be directly transferred due to the specific profile of Urban and Re-
gional Planning, the experts consider the alignment to be appropriate and consistent. 

Based on the documents reviewed, the experts confirm that the PEOs and PLOs reflect the 
targeted academic qualification levels (Bachelor: EQF Level 6; Master: EQF Level 7), are 
feasible, and correspond to the relevant exemplary learning outcomes specified in the SSC. 
The submitted mapping also clearly demonstrates the differentiation between Bachelor’s 
and Master’s level and the progression in competence levels. 
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The experts further confirm that the intended competence profiles enable graduates to 
take up professional activities corresponding to their qualification level, for example as pro-
fessional planners. This positive assessment is supported by representatives from industry 
during the audit, who confirm that the programmes are aligned with labour market needs 
and that graduates are in high demand. 

In addition, the panel notes that the PEOs and PLOs are transparently defined, anchored, 
and published, for example on programme websites and in the Diploma Supplement, en-
suring accessibility for students, teaching staff, and external stakeholders. 

Finally, the experts recognise that the relevance of the PEOs and PLOs for both the labour 
market and society is regularly reviewed through structured processes involving relevant 
stakeholders, and revised where necessary. 

 

Criterion 1.2 Name of the Degree Programme 

Evidence:  
• Self-Assessment Report 

• Decree of the Minister of Research, Technology and Higher Education of Indonesia 
No 257/M/KPT/2017 

• Samples of the Diploma Certificate 

• Samples of the Diploma Supplement 

• Discussions during the audit 

Preliminary assessment and analysis of the experts: 
According to the SAR, the Master’s programme in Urban and Regional Planning was origi-
nally established in 1994 under the name Magister Perencanaan Kota dan Daerah (MPKD). 
In 2017, the programme title was officially changed to Magister Perencanaan Wilayah dan 
Kota (MPWK). Both titles can be translated as “Master’s programme in Urban and Regional 
Planning”, with only minor differences in wording (“city and area” vs. “region and city”). 
The renaming was carried out in order to comply with Regulation No. 257/M/KPT/2017 
issued by the Ministry of Research, Technology, and Higher Education, which aims at the 
standardisation of study programme names in Indonesian higher education. This renaming 
was further required by UGM Rector Decree No. 1718/UN1.P/SK/HUKOR/2017 and aligned 
with recommendations of the Indonesian Planning Schools Association (ASPI). 

The Bachelor’s programme in Urban and Regional Planning was formally established by 
UGM Rector Decree No. 189/P/SK/HKTL/2002 dated 8 November 2002 and subsequently 
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received additional authorisation through the Decree of the Directorate General of Higher 
Education (DIKTI) No. 11/D/T/2006 dated 3 January 2006. 

The official naming of both BURP and MURP follows Regulation No. 57/M/KPT/2019 of the 
Ministry of Research, Technology, and Higher Education, which standardises study pro-
gramme titles across Indonesian higher education institutions. Both programmes are affil-
iated with ASPI and the Indonesian Association of Urban and Regional Planners (IAP), situ-
ating them clearly within the national network of urban and regional planning education, 
with a recognised focus on spatial engineering and planning. Graduates of the Bachelor’s 
programme are awarded the degree Sarjana Perencanaan Wilayah dan Kota (S.PWK), 
equivalent to a Bachelor of Urban and Regional Planning, while graduates of the Master’s 
programme receive the degree Master of Urban and Regional Planning. 

The experts confirm that the titles of the Bachelor’s and Master’s degree programmes ap-
propriately reflect the intended PEOs and PLOs, as well as the core teaching and learning 
content of the programmes. The programme titles are also consistent with the language of 
instruction. Furthermore, the experts note that the programme designations, both in the 
original language and in English, are used consistently across all relevant documents. 

 

Criterion 1.3 Curriculum 

Evidence:  
• Self-Assessment Report 

• Module handbooks 

• Curriculum maps 

• Objective-module-matrices 

• List of elective courses 

• List of partner universities and cooperation agreements  

• Programme website: https://pwk.archiplan.ugm.ac.id/student-activity/ 

• MURP double degree data 

• Stakeholder feedback results on the curricula 

• Examples of Semester Learning Programme and Activity Plan (RPKPS) 

• Discussions during the audit 

 

https://pwk.archiplan.ugm.ac.id/student-activity/
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Preliminary assessment and analysis of the experts:  
Content and Structure of the Programme 

According to the SAR, the curricula of the BURP and MURP programmes are designed to 
align with the Programme Educational Objectives (PEOs) and Programme Learning Out-
comes (PLOs), as well as with current developments in planning practice, trends, and stake-
holder needs. 

The BURP curriculum is structured over eight semesters and comprises a total of 151 SCUs, 
corresponding to 226.5 ECTS. A central element of the programme is the sequence of six 
studio modules, which follow a case-based learning approach and form the backbone of 
the curriculum. These studio modules are taken in a predefined sequence during the first 
six semesters. The first two studios introduce students to the fundamental concepts of 
place and space at different scales. Subsequent studios progressively address planning 
tasks at increasing levels of complexity, including neighbourhood, urban, and regional 
scales, before culminating in a thematic studio in the sixth semester. From the third semes-
ter onwards, each studio results in the preparation of a planning document. The studios 
are well-structured and are following the concept of applied sciences with practical ori-
ented projects in collaboration with partners in the municipalities. 

The curriculum also provides opportunities for specialisation, which are primarily realised 
through elective modules and an internship. Specialisation begins to take shape from the 
sixth semester onwards and is further developed through a pre-final project course in the 
seventh semester. Students are required to complete seven elective modules (14 SCUs, 
corresponding to approximately 10% of the total credits required for graduation) from a 
catalogue of 34 elective courses. The BURP programme offers the following specialisations:  

1) Urban Planning and Management,  
2) Environmental and Regional Planning,  
3) Infrastructure Planning and Development,  
4) Housing and Real Estate Planning, and  
5) Disaster Mitigation-Based Planning.  

Students can tailor their individual study path within these areas with guidance from aca-
demic supervisors.  

An internship is a mandatory component of the programme and takes place after comple-
tion of the fifth-semester studio. It is organised in several phases aligned with project time-
lines and professional practices in the Indonesian planning context. The internship aims to 
provide practical experience in real-world planning environments and is supported by es-
tablished collaborations with planning institutions as well as participation in the Merdeka 
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Belajar Kampus Merdeka (MBKM) programme, an independent study scheme promoted 
by the Ministry of Education that includes structured internship opportunities. Feedback 
from surveys conducted among industry stakeholders indicates that students generally 
meet professional expectations and are able to perform assigned tasks competently. 

After completing the required studio modules, students may take the module “Community 
Service”, which is organised at university level and is intended to develop practical skills, 
enhance understanding of social dynamics, and enable students to contribute to commu-
nity development. 

The BURP programme concludes with a Final Project in the eighth semester. During this 
phase, students are not permitted to take additional theoretical modules, with the excep-
tion of “Community Service” and related supporting courses. The Final Project allows stu-
dents to choose between a research-oriented thesis and a practice-oriented planning pro-
ject (see Crit. 2). 

According to the SAR, the MURP programme is designed to be completed within four se-
mesters and aims to synthesise planning knowledge, foster innovation, support collabora-
tive approaches, and facilitate policy-making processes. The curriculum offers eight spe-
cialisations (also referred to as “concentrations”): 

1) Neighbourhood Planning 
2) Urban Planning 
3) Regional Planning 
4) Cultural Heritage Planning 
5) Infrastructure Planning and Management 
6) Real Estate Planning 
7) Environment and Landscape Planning 
8) Smart Cities and Regions 

Furthermore, the programme is structured into two study streams, “Master by Course-
work” and “Master by Research”, both requiring the completion of 45 SCUs (equivalent to 
67.5 ECTS). 

The “Master by Coursework” stream is organised around three clusters: theory, studio, and 
thesis. The curriculum includes 14 compulsory modules and three elective modules. Its core 
elements are studio-based learning and modules related to “Planning Methods, Tech-
niques, and Processes”. Students select one concentration that structures their studies and 
guides the selection of modules in the areas of studio, economics, and development man-
agement. These are complemented by a range of elective modules that allow for further 
individual specialisation and support thesis preparation. An overview of the concentration 
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options in the MURP programme is provided in the appendix. There are three concentra-
tions based on spatial ontology and five thematic concentrations. 

The curriculum begins with compulsory modules in the first and second semesters, fol-
lowed by elective modules from the third semester onwards. In the fourth semester, stu-
dents submit their thesis proposal and subsequently complete their thesis, which must also 
be prepared for publication as a graduation requirement. Internships are optional in this 
stream and may provide additional practice-oriented experience in the selected concentra-
tion. 

The “Master by Research” stream focuses on the development of research competences 
and is structured around five interrelated clusters: “Research-Supporting Theory”, “Re-
search Methods”, “Research-Supporting Practice”, “Research Presentation”, and “Re-
search Publication”. According to the SAR, these clusters are intended to provide a com-
prehensive framework for research-oriented learning, including theoretical foundations, 
methodological training, independent research practice, and the dissemination of results. 
Within this structure: 

• the “Research-Supporting Theory” cluster provides relevant theoretical founda-
tions in urban and regional planning,  

• the “Research Methods” cluster develops competencies in selecting and applying 
appropriate research methods,  

• the “Research-Supporting Practice” cluster focuses on workshops and independent 
practical work,  

• the “Research Presentation” cluster includes activities related to writing, reporting, 
and communicating research, and  

• the “Research Publication” cluster covers the preparation and submission of man-
uscripts to appropriate publication outlets.  

Elective modules are not predefined in this stream; instead, students may incorporate rel-
evant topics into their studies in consultation with their supervisors.  

The programme structure begins with theory-oriented modules and the development of a 
research proposal in the first semester, followed by colloquia and publication activities in 
the second and third semesters. In the fourth semester, students complete their thesis and 
final publication. The programme also offers the option to complete the degree in a short-
ened duration of three semesters, subject to approval and academic performance. 
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The experts confirm that the curriculum enables students to achieve the intended learning 
outcomes. They note that the curriculum effectively combines different spatial levels, 
methods, and fundamental approaches from relevant spatial disciplines. In particular, the 
programmes demonstrate strengths in community- and management-oriented planning, 
supported by analytical skills and a focus on the management and facilitation of develop-
ment processes. The overall structure is considered to be well aligned with the different 
spatial levels addressed in urban and regional planning. 

In this context, the experts emphasise that each module constitutes a coherent and well-
balanced unit of teaching and learning, and it is transparent which competences are ac-
quired in each module. They further confirm that learning outcomes are clearly defined for 
each module and, taken together, enable the achievement of the overarching programme 
objectives. The provided matrices make these relationships transparent and comprehensi-
ble. 

The experts also confirm that the structure and sequence of modules are designed in a way 
that supports the achievement of the intended learning outcomes and allows students to 
complete the programme within the standard period of study. This assessment is sup-
ported by statistical data on the average duration of studies. 

The experts also consider the mandatory internship in the BURP programme to be well 
integrated into the curriculum. They highlight that the university takes responsibility for 
ensuring the quality of the internship in terms of its content and structure. In addition, the 
university maintains strong links with industry, enabling the placement of students in suit-
able and reliable organisations. The university coordinates with the participating institu-
tions and supervises students throughout the internship period. Students indicated during 
the discussions that, in their view, the programme includes a sufficient amount of practical 
components. 

During the discussions with the programme coordinators, the designation “Master of Re-
search” was further addressed. As set out in the SAR (and reproduced here), the aim is to 
focus on qualifying for an academic career. However, the discussions revealed that the pro-
gramme is rather designed as a work-integrated and highly self-organised study format. In 
the experts’ view, the current title may therefore be somewhat misleading with regard to 
the actual profile and orientation of the programme. However, the designation appears to 
follow national conventions. Nevertheless, the experts gained the impression that this is 
not communicated effectively and that the way in which the university’s academic and 
qualification focus is presented to the outside world could be further clarified. 

Representatives from industry expressed an overall high level of satisfaction with the stu-
dents, both in the context of internships and after graduation. However, they indicated a 
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need for further strengthening students’ communication skills, particularly with regard to 
the ability to communicate URP concepts clearly to non-specialist audiences, and also to 
improve graphical skills.  

Overall, the experts regard the curricula of both programmes as very well designed, while 
identifying certain areas for further development, particularly with regard to the naming of 
specialisations within the Bachelor’s programme. While the experts expressly welcome 
that the programmes, through the offered specialisations and a broad range of elective 
modules, enable students to pursue individual academic profiles and study paths, they note 
that the designation of the specialisations does not always fully correspond to their actual 
content. For example, the specialisation “Environmental and Regional Planning” appears 
to include only limited content related to regional planning. Also, environmental planning 
should be connected with urban planning, not only regional planning. Similarly, the special-
isation “Urban Planning and Management” does not fully reflect the modules offered 
within this track, on the urban level aspects like urban regeneration and urban design are 
also important. In the experts’ view, this may lead to misunderstandings regarding the fo-
cus and profile of the respective specialisations. The experts therefore recommend that the 
names of the specialisations be more closely aligned with their actual content. 

Furthermore, the experts observe that the distinction between “specialisation” in the Bach-
elor’s programme and “concentration” in the Master’s programme may lead to some con-
fusion, as both concepts essentially refer to a focus on specific subject areas.  

Additionally, in the Bachelor’s programme, the experts observe that some topics could be 
more prominently integrated into the curriculum, in particular urban design. At present, 
the curriculum places a stronger emphasis on community design. Another aspect concerns 
planning regulations, which are typically an essential component of such programmes in 
order to familiarise students with the relevant legal frameworks. During the discussions, 
the university explained that planning regulations in Indonesia are subject to frequent 
changes, which makes their integration more challenging. Nevertheless, the experts con-
sider both aspects to be of high importance and therefore recommend further strengthen-
ing the integration of urban design and planning regulations within the curriculum. 

As a further remark, the experts would like to encourage the programme to further 
strengthen aspects related to real estate and urban design within the curriculum and also 
include the future integration of 3D planning and design tools. This is intended merely as 
an observation rather than a formal recommendation. 

For the Master’s programme, the experts recommend strengthening the integration of top-
ics such as resilience, disaster risk management, and climate change, particularly within the 
compulsory part of the curriculum. In their view, these are key topics that should not be 
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limited to elective modules. The need for a stronger focus on risk management was also 
emphasised by industry representatives during the discussions.  

In addition, the experts suggest that more content related to smart city concepts could be 
integrated into the MURP curriculum. While smart city is addressed as a general model of 
urban development, it is not yet sufficiently reflected in dedicated teaching content. The 
advancement of digital technology should be embraced in the planning process and the 
planning implementation. In this context, the experts also note that no specific module on 
data analysis is currently offered. Strengthening data-driven approaches, particularly in re-
lation to smart city development, could further enhance the programme profile. 

 

Student Mobility 

According to the documentation of the university, the BURP programme provides students 
with various opportunities for international mobility and academic exchange. These include 
participation in student exchange programmes (both scholarship-based and self-funded), 
short courses, summer schools, and international conferences. Student mobility activities 
are coordinated and supervised by the Office of International Affairs at both university and 
faculty level. Credits obtained during mobility activities can be transferred in accordance 
with institutional regulations.  

In addition to outgoing mobility, BURP offers international exposure through formats such 
as the “International Joint Studio”, which is conducted jointly with MURP in collaboration 
with partner universities in Australia, France, Germany, the Netherlands, and Malaysia, as 
well as through the elective module “Planning Excursion”, which enables students to 
deepen their understanding of comprehensive urban and regional planning by visiting and 
exploring international cities such as Singapore and Bangkok. Students enrolled in the so-
called International Undergraduate Programme (IUP) are required to participate in such an 
“International Exposure” component, with credit recognition based on completed work-
load at partner institutions. 

For the MURP programme, the SAR reports that student mobility is facilitated through Dou-
ble Degree or Student Mobility programmes with partner universities in Japan, Australia, 
and the Netherlands. Within the Double Degree format, students have opportunities to 
study abroad and complete coursework abroad in the second year with transferable credits 
and prepare their thesis under joint supervision from both institutions. In the Student Mo-
bility programme, students attend selected courses at partner universities for a limited pe-
riod, with subsequent credit transfer. 
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The following table provides an overview of student participation in this Double Degree 
programme. 

The SAR also indicates that the Double Degree arrangements include the involvement of 
international teaching staff through workshops and guest lectures.  

During the discussions, the experts addressed the issue mentioned in the SAR that partici-
pation in mobility activities may in some cases lead to a delay in the duration of studies. In 
the exchange with students, including participants from the double degree track, it was 
stated that neither they nor their peers had experienced significant difficulties with credit 
recognition. The experts therefore conclude that the university is aware of potential chal-
lenges and has implemented appropriate measures, and they do not consider further ac-
tion to be necessary in this regard.  

The experts conclude that the programme promotes international student mobility 
through an appropriate framework for BURP and MURP. They note that the university 
maintains a wide network of partner universities, for example in Japan, Australia, and the 
Netherlands, and that it is generally possible for students to have credits earned abroad 
recognised. 
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The experts further note that students are supported in planning their mobility through 
dedicated institutional structures, in particular the Office of International Affairs, and that 
various scholarship opportunities are available to provide financial support, even though 
students expressed a wish for additional funding options. 

Overall, students reported a high level of satisfaction with the existing framework condi-
tions and opportunities for international mobility, a view that is explicitly welcomed by the 
experts. Nevertheless, the experts identify a minor need for improvement in certain as-
pects of student mobility. While they acknowledge and welcome the university’s efforts to 
strengthen internationalisation since the last accreditation, discussions with students re-
vealed that longer stays abroad within the Master’s programme are largely limited to those 
enrolled in the Double Degree track. In this context, the term “Double Degree” does not 
necessarily imply the award of two degrees, but may also refer to participation in a study 
period abroad at a partner university. Students who do not initially enrol in this track gen-
erally have limited opportunities to undertake longer mobility periods at a later stage of 
their studies, unless a transfer into the track is still possible within the given administrative 
timeframe. As a result, short-term applications for longer mobility periods are not easily 
feasible. 

In the experts’ view, this situation limits access to international mobility opportunities for 
a broader group of students. They therefore recommend that the opportunities for out-
going mobility for students not enrolled in the double degree tracks be improved and sim-
plified. 

 

Periodic Review of the Curriculum 

According to the SAR, the curriculum of the programmes is evaluated every five years and 
reviewed at faculty level. BURP has undergone several revisions since its establishment, 
with curriculum versions introduced in 2003, 2011, and most recently in 2021, which is 
currently in place. For the MURP programme, the most recent curriculum revision was car-
ried out in 2022 in order to align the curriculum with advancements in planning knowledge 
and emerging issues at local, national, and global levels.  
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The process for curriculum review is illustrated in the documentation provided (see figure). 

 

As described in the report, these revisions are based on input from various stakeholders, 
particularly with regard to the Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs), as well as on devel-
opments in the academic expertise of the teaching staff. Stakeholder feedback is collected, 
for example, through surveys. The SAR indicates that major revisions between the 2016 
and 2021 curricula included strengthening academic orientation, enhancing technical and 
soft skills, expanding interdisciplinary components, and promoting internationalisation. 

Furthermore, the SAR states that the implementation and achievement of Programme Ed-
ucational Objectives (PEOs), PLOs, and corresponding Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) 
are regularly monitored through an application-based system (OBA-SIMASTER) as well as 
through an annual internal quality assurance process (Audit Mutu Internal, AMI). At the 
beginning of each semester, joint workshops involving BURP and MURP are conducted to 
assess the alignment of course content with the defined PLOs. Based on these evaluations, 
improvement measures for the subsequent semester are developed in the form of an im-
provement plan. In addition, course assignments and examination tasks are reviewed dur-
ing the semester. 

The experts confirm that the curriculum is periodically reviewed with regard to the imple-
mentation of the programme objectives. They positively note that the university systemat-
ically incorporates feedback from a range of stakeholders into its review processes. 

Furthermore, the experts acknowledge that the SAR provides several documented exam-
ples of curricular changes resulting from these review activities, demonstrating that the 
review processes lead to concrete developments. 

The experts also welcome that there are no apparent issues regarding compliance with the 
standard period of study. 
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Criterion 1.4 Admission Requirements 

Evidence:  
• Self-Assessment Report 

• Admission regulations 

• Statistical data on number of applicants 

• Statistical data about the progress of studies 

• UGM admission portal: https://admissions.ugm.ac.id/v26/ 

• Discussions during the audit 

Preliminary assessment and analysis of the experts:  
According to the information provided by the university, admission requirements and pro-
cedures for both the BURP and MURP programmes are published on the central admission 
portal. In addition, the faculty organises annual open house events to inform prospective 
students about the programmes and their requirements. 

Admission to the BURP programme is based on two pathways: a national selection process 
and an independent selection process administered by the university. Both are centrally 
organised. Applicants must generally hold a recent high school diploma, and admission is 
based on competitive procedures, including standardised tests. The national pathway in-
cludes admission based on prior academic performance or a nationwide entrance exami-
nation (SNBT), while the independent pathway includes a computer-based test and an 
achievement-based route. For the International Undergraduate Programme (IUP), addi-
tional requirements apply, including proof of English proficiency and an interview. Admis-
sion takes place once per year. 

For the MURP programme, admission is offered twice per year and is regulated by univer-
sity by-laws. Selection is based on three main criteria: prior academic achievement (GPA), 
academic potential (assessed through a standardised test), and English language profi-
ciency. 

Admission requirements differ between the two study streams: 

• “Master by Coursework”: admission categories include regular, partnership, and in-
ternational applicants. While regular and partnership applicants are assessed based 
on the three main criteria, partnership applicants must submit additional docu-
ments (e.g. related to scholarships). International applicants are exempt from the 
academic potential test but must provide further documentation, such as a recom-
mendation from an Indonesian diplomatic representation. 

https://admissions.ugm.ac.id/v26/
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• “Master by Research”: in addition to the general criteria, applicants are required to 
submit a research proposal and demonstrate prior contact with a potential super-
visor or the programme coordinator (see also Crit. 1.3). 

Applicants’ educational backgrounds are considered to ensure their suitability for the pro-
gramme. A subject-specific entrance examination is not required. Selected applicants, par-
ticularly scholarship holders, are required to undergo an interview focusing on their 
knowledge of urban and regional planning and their spatial abilities. 

The university has provided the following data on admission to the BURP and MURP pro-
grammes in the documentation: 
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During the discussions, the university indicated that the URP programmes have further de-
velopment potential and that an increase in student intake is being considered. 

The experts note that the admission requirements and procedures are clearly defined, 
binding, and transparent. They further acknowledge that the statistical data provided 
demonstrate that these requirements generally ensure that students are able to success-
fully complete the programme (see also Crit 1.5). 

According to the Admission Regulations, access to BURP is based on a nationwide entrance 
examination, the National Selection Based on Test (Seleksi Nasional Berbasis Tes, SNBT). In 
principle, the regulations state that anyone may take this examination, provided that they 
have completed their secondary school education within two years prior to the application. 
Consequently, applicants whose graduation date lies beyond this two-year period are ex-
cluded from participating in the admission process, irrespective of any subsequent qualifi-
cations, professional experience, or personal circumstances. In this context, the two-year 
limitation appears to constitute a structural disadvantage for some applicants. By excluding 
such applicants categorically, the regulation may conflict with the ESG principle that admis-
sion requirements should be non-discriminatory and support equal opportunities. UGM 
must ensure that its admission procedures provide equal access and do not include any 
discriminatory criteria. 

The experts also noted that the MURP programme admits students from a variety of aca-
demic backgrounds, including graduates from social sciences or architecture. In the discus-
sions with the programme coordinators, the experts raised the question of whether stu-
dents without a prior background in urban and regional planning are sufficiently prepared 
to successfully follow the programme. The university explained that the curriculum has 
been designed to be accessible to students from different disciplinary backgrounds and 
that this approach has proven effective in practice. While acknowledging this approach, the 
experts suggest considering the introduction of mandatory preparatory courses for stu-
dents from non-URP backgrounds in order to ensure that all students possess the necessary 
foundational knowledge at the beginning of their studies. 

 

Criterion 1.5 Workload and Credits 

Evidence:  
• Self-Assessment Report 

• Module handbooks 

• Statistical data about the progress of studies 
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• Examples of Semester Learning Programme and Activity Plan (RPKPS) 

• BURP and MURP Credit Allocations 

• Sample EDOM evaluation results 

• Discussions during the audit 

Preliminary assessment and analysis of the experts:  
According to the information provided in the SAR, all degree programmes at UGM follow 
the Indonesian national credit system, which is based on student workload. In accordance 
with Regulation No. 53 of 2023 issued by the Ministry of Education, Culture, Research, and 
Technology, one Semester Credit Unit (SCU) corresponds to 45 hours of student workload 
per semester. This includes various forms of learning activities, such as lectures, tutorials, 
seminars, structured assignments, self-study, as well as practical components including 
fieldwork and studio-based learning. All mandatory parts of the degree programmes, in-
cluding the internship, are awarded credits. In terms of international comparability, one 
SCU is equivalent to 1.5 ECTS. 

The curriculum maps and credit allocation overviews indicate that students in the BURP 
programme complete between 24 and 31.5 ECTS per semester, while in the MURP pro-
gramme the workload ranges between 12 and 25.5 ECTS per semester. 

As outlined in the SAR, these figures may vary depending on individual academic perfor-
mance, as the maximum number of credits that students may take per semester is deter-
mined based on their GPA from the previous semester in order to regulate workload and 
prevent excessive study demands, see table below. 

 

The allocation of credits to individual modules is based on the expected workload required 
to complete the respective course. In total, students in the BURP programme are required 
to complete 151 SCUs (equivalent to 226.5 ECTS) in eight semesters, while the MURP pro-
gramme comprises 45 SCUs (equivalent to 67.5 ECTS) in four semesters. 
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As outlined in the SAR, the appropriateness of the assigned workload is monitored through 
several mechanisms. Teaching staff are required to prepare a Semester Learning Pro-
gramme and Activity Plan (RPKPS) for each course, which specifies the intended learning 
activities and associated workload. These plans are reviewed during preparatory work-
shops and communicated to students at the beginning of each semester. At the end of the 
semester, students provide feedback on the actual workload through course evaluations 
(EDOM). The results are discussed with the respective lecturers. Furthermore, the BURP 
programme organises student hearings to collect feedback and address potential concerns 
related to workload and credit allocation. 

The tables below illustrate the average duration of studies for both programmes. It should 
be noted that students who complete their studies earlier are not counted as “on-time 
graduates.” 

 

 

The experts confirm that a credit system based on student workload is implemented, in 
which the workload appropriately includes both contact hours and self-study time and 
credits are awarded for each module in accordance with the respective workload, with all 
compulsory components of the study programmes fully covered within this credit system. 

The experts consider the estimated workload to be realistic and well-founded, allowing the 
programmes to be completed within the standard period of study. Statistical data indicate 
that a large proportion of students graduate within the standard period, with a considera-
ble number even completing their studies earlier. The average duration of studies has also 
decreased in recent years. 

In addition, the experts positively note that the regulation of the maximum number of cred-
its per semester based on students’ academic performance contributes to preventing ex-
cessive workload and supports a balanced study progression, and helps to avoid structural 
peaks in the workload. 
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The experts also observe that it is regularly monitored whether the credits awarded for 
each module correspond to the actual student workload and whether the distribution of 
workload across semesters enables completion within the standard period of study. Stu-
dents are actively involved in these processes through course evaluations and regular feed-
back mechanisms. 

The Bachelor’s degree programme comprises 226.5 ECTS credits and thus exceeds the min-
imum requirement of at least 180 ECTS credits. The Master’s degree programme comprises 
67.5 ECTS credits and thereby meets the minimum requirement of at least 60 ECTS credits. 
However, the experts note that, in total, students accumulate 294 ECTS credits upon com-
pletion of both programmes, which does not fulfil the overall requirement of at least 300 
ECTS credits. Therefore, the experts state that it must be ensured that, upon graduation, 
students have accumulated a total of at least 300 ECTS credits. 

 

Criterion 1.6 Didactic and Teaching Methodology 

Evidence:  
• Self-Assessment Report 

• Module handbooks 

• Examples of Semester Learning Programme and Activity Plan (RPKPS) 

• PLO and CLO Achievement Measurement Concept 

• Discussions during the audit 

Preliminary assessment and analysis of the experts:  
According to the information provided in the SAR, a variety of teaching and learning meth-
ods are applied in both the BURP and MURP programmes. These include Teacher-Centred 
Learning (TCL), Student-Centred Learning (SCL), Problem-/Project-Based Learning (PBL), Ex-
periential Learning (EL), and Research-Based Learning (RBL). The selection of teaching 
methods for individual modules is aligned with the respective PLOs. An overview of teach-
ing methods, as well as associated student and teaching activities, is provided in the docu-
mentation (see table). More detailed information on the methods used is available in the 
respective module descriptions. 
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The academic environment is described as being enriched by a range of complementary 
activities, including seminars at programme, department, faculty, and university level, the-
matic workshops and studio formats, colloquia, summer courses, and other academic initi-
atives. 

The SAR further states that all courses are required to develop a Semester Learning Pro-
gramme and Activity Plan (RPKPS), which specifies the intended teaching methods, learning 
activities, and assessment formats. This is intended to ensure that the chosen didactic ap-
proaches support the achievement of the intended learning outcomes. Teaching staff are 
generally free to select the methods they consider most appropriate, while being equipped 
to apply a range of didactic approaches. In addition, lecturers are encouraged to participate 
in further training, for example through Massive Open Online Courses (MOOCs) focusing 
on teaching methodologies. 

Based on the module handbooks as well as the discussions with teaching staff and students, 
the experts observe that a variety of teaching methods and didactic approaches are em-
ployed to support the achievement of the intended learning outcomes and to foster stu-
dent-centred learning and teaching. Students generally rated the teaching skills of the lec-
turers as very good. The distribution between contact hours and self-study time appears to 
be appropriate and was confirmed as manageable by students during the discussions. 

The experts further welcome that the introduction to independent scientific work through 
the various studio formats constitutes an integral part of the study programme, supporting 
students in developing research-related competencies. In addition, they note that it is reg-
ularly reviewed whether the teaching and learning methods employed support the 
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achievement of the programme objectives, for example through student surveys and other 
feedback mechanisms (see also Crit. 5). 

Final assessment of the experts after the comment of the Higher Education Institution 
regarding criterion 1: 

Criterion 1.3 

Master by Research 

The university explains that the designation “Master by Research” follows national and in-
stitutional conventions for research-oriented Master’s programmes. According to the 
statement, although the programme requires a high degree of student autonomy and self-
directed learning, it is supported by structured academic supervision and compulsory 
coursework from the beginning of the studies. These elements include courses on research 
theory, research methods, research practice, research presentation, research publication, 
and thesis preparation. The university emphasises that the self-organised nature of the 
programme is therefore complemented by formal coursework, academic advising, and con-
tinuous supervision. At the same time, it acknowledges that the profile of the programme 
could be communicated more clearly and states that the description of the programme will 
be improved in official documents and on the programme website. 

The experts welcome the university’s planned measures to improve the structure and the 
communication of the programme profile and maintain their recommendation to further 
enhance the transparency and clarity of the research-oriented nature of the programme, 
including by enhancing the accountability of research activities. 

Naming of the Bachelor’s Specialisations 

The university acknowledges that the naming and description of some specialisations may 
lead to misunderstandings and states that it will review and revise the descriptions and 
course mappings to better communicate their scope, flexibility, and relationship to the cur-
riculum. The experts welcome the university’s intention to review and clarify the naming 
and description of the specialisations. 

Terminology of Specialisations and Concentrations 

The university explains that the terms “specialisation” in the Bachelor’s programme and 
“concentration” in the Master’s programme reflect different approaches to academic focus 
at different qualification levels. At the same time, it acknowledges that this distinction is 
not sufficiently clear and states that it will revise the relevant academic guidebooks, curric-
ulum documents, module handbooks, and website information to improve transparency 
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and understanding. The experts welcome the university’s intention to clarify the terminol-
ogy used in the programmes. 

Strengthening Selected Subject Areas 

The university states that several of the topics mentioned by the experts are already ad-
dressed in existing courses and projects. Nevertheless, it agrees that their visibility and in-
tegration can be strengthened and indicates that it will review the representation of urban 
design and planning regulations in the Bachelor’s programme as well as the integration of 
resilience, disaster risk management, climate change, smart city, and data-driven planning 
in the Master’s programme as part of ongoing curriculum review and continuous improve-
ment processes.  

The experts welcome the university’s willingness to further strengthen the visibility and 
integration of these topics within the curricula and consider the planned review an appro-
priate measure, the implementation and results of which remain to be seen. The experts 
note that one possible approach to further increasing transparency could be to provide 
additional information on the extent to which the respective topics are covered within the 
curriculum, for example by indicating their relative weighting within individual courses. 

Outgoing mobility 

The university states that students already have access to various forms of international 
exposure outside the double degree track, including joint studios, guest lectures, research 
collaborations, seminars, conferences, and interactions with partner universities and visit-
ing scholars. At the same time, it acknowledges that these opportunities could be struc-
tured and communicated more effectively and indicates that it will strengthen information 
provision, academic advising, and coordination with relevant institutional units and partner 
institutions. 

The experts welcome the planned measures to improve the visibility and accessibility of 
international opportunities for students. 

Additional Documents: Community Service 

The university submitted additional information on community service activities conducted 
by the programmes and teaching staff. According to the information provided, these activ-
ities are implemented through a mandatory university-wide community service pro-
gramme for undergraduate students as well as through lecturer-led projects carried out in 
cooperation with external stakeholders. The submitted overview includes information on 
topics, locations, partners, funding sources, outputs, student involvement, and relevance 
to urban and regional planning education. 



D Expert Report for the ASIIN Seal 

35 

Criterion 1.4 

Admission Requirements 

The university explains that the limitation regarding the year of secondary school gradua-
tion is part of the nationally regulated admission framework for public universities in Indo-
nesia and is therefore not determined by the programme or university itself. The corre-
sponding regulations have been submitted. 

The experts continue to view the nationally regulated restriction based on the year of sec-
ondary school graduation critically, as they consider it potentially discriminatory and exclu-
sionary. However, they acknowledge that the requirement is determined at the national 
level and lies beyond the university’s sphere of influence. They therefore consider the con-
cern substantively valid but regard the requirement as fulfilled. 

Support for Students from Non-URP Backgrounds/Additional Documents: Matriculation 
Programme 

The university states that students from diverse academic backgrounds are admitted in line 
with the interdisciplinary nature of the programme. It explains that a mandatory one-week 
matriculation programme and course-integrated tutorials are already in place to provide 
foundational knowledge and support students’ transition into the programme. At the same 
time, the university acknowledges that these measures can be further enhanced and indi-
cates that it will strengthen the matriculation and tutorial mechanisms to better support 
students from non-URP and non-engineering backgrounds. 

The experts welcome the university’s intention to further strengthen the support measures 
for students from non-URP backgrounds and consider this an appropriate response to their 
recommendation. 

 

Criterion 1.5 

Workload and ECTS Conversion 

The university explains that the previously reported total of 294 ECTS resulted from an 
overly simplified conversion of national credits into ECTS. It submitted a revised calculation 
based on the official workload conversion used at the university and provided updated 
credit conversion tables as supporting evidence. According to the revised calculation, the 
Bachelor's programme corresponds to 230.74 ECTS and the Master's programme to 72.9 
ECTS, resulting in a combined workload of 303.64 ECTS and thereby exceeding the mini-
mum requirement of 300 ECTS. 
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The experts acknowledge that the corresponding supporting documentation has been sub-
mitted and consider the revised calculation plausible. They therefore regard the require-
ment as fulfilled. 

The experts consider criterion 1 to be fulfilled. 

 

2. Exams: System, Concept and Organisation 

Criterion 2 Exams: System, Concept and Organisation 

Evidence:  
• Self-Assessment Report 

• UGM’s Rector Decree No. 7 of 2022 about Academic Standard  

• Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) 

• Sample exams and theses 

• Module handbooks 

• Exit surveys  

• Discussions during the audit 

Preliminary assessment and analysis of the experts: 
According to the information provided in the SAR, examinations in the BURP and MURP 
programmes are conducted in accordance with the university’s academic standards, which 
emphasise principles such as transparency, objectivity, and integrity. Assessments are de-
signed to evaluate the achievement of Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs), which in turn 
contribute to the attainment of Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs). 

The SAR indicates that examination procedures and regulations are defined in Standard 
Operating Procedures (SOPs), including rules on admission to examinations, absence due 
to illness, and specific provisions for students with disabilities. Make-up examinations are 
generally not provided to students who fail an examination; they are required to retake the 
respective course in a subsequent semester. At the beginning of each course, lecturers in-
form students about assessment criteria, formats, and relevant regulations. Examination 
dates are aligned with the academic calendar and communicated through various channels. 

A variety of assessment methods is used across both programmes, including: 
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• Assignments, such as written work, design tasks, reports, presentations, or other 
formats, conducted individually or in groups;  

• Quizzes, used for ongoing assessment of learning progress;  

• Mid-term and final examinations, which assess students’ understanding of course 
content at different stages of the semester and may include written exams, presen-
tations, or project work;  

• Final Project, which is a mandatory graduation requirement. In BURP, students may 
choose between a research-based or practice-oriented planning project, while in 
MURP all students complete a research-based thesis;  

• Comprehensive examination (BURP only), which assesses the overall achievement 
of the PLOs.  

The SAR further states that deadlines and examination schedules are communicated to stu-
dents in a timely manner. Grades are entered into the university’s information system (SI-
MASTER) within a defined period after the end of the semester. Feedback on assessments 
is provided to students, although the extent and timing may vary between courses. 

The grading system employed integrates both numerical and alphabetical grades, as illus-
trated by the following table. Numerical grades are used to calculate students’ GPAs, while 
alphabetical grades represent individual course performance. In addition, instructors as-
sess student performance using a 0–100 point scale. 
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During the on-site visit, the experts reviewed sample examinations as well as final theses. 
Based on these materials, they conclude that the examinations are designed to assess the 
extent to which the defined learning outcomes have been achieved and that they are 
clearly module-related. From the module handbooks, the experts note that the types of 
examinations are specified for each module. In discussions, students confirmed that they 
are informed about the requirements for completing each module, including coursework 
and examinations, at the latest at the beginning of the respective module. 

The experts further confirm that transparent regulations regarding make-up examinations, 
non-attendance, cases of illness, as well as compensation for disadvantages (e.g. for stu-
dents with disabilities or special needs) are clearly defined in the Standard Operating Pro-
cedures. During the audit, students expressed a high level of satisfaction with the exami-
nation system. They reported that all relevant information, such as examination dates and 
assessment criteria, is provided in a timely and transparent manner at the beginning of the 
semester and that the applicable regulations are clearly communicated. Students also in-
dicated that the workload and level of difficulty of examinations are appropriate and man-
ageable, and that they are satisfied with both the number and distribution of examinations. 
However, students reported that in some cases, feedback on mid-term performance is only 
provided together with the results of the final examination, which limits the possibility to 
identify and address learning gaps during the semester. 

While the experts note that the combination of mid-term and final examinations results in 
a comparatively high number of assessments, they concur with the students’ overall as-
sessment and conclude that the examination load is appropriate, allows sufficient time for 
preparation, and supports a smooth progression of studies. They also observe that exami-
nations are assessed according to transparent criteria and particularly welcome that it is 
regularly reviewed whether examinations adequately assess the achievement of learning 
outcomes. This positive assessment is further supported by the results of the MURP exit 
survey, in which a large majority of graduates rate the assessment system as good or very 
good.  

The experts further acknowledge that the study programmes include a final project. The 
reviewed theses demonstrate that students are capable of independently working on a task 
at the intended level of the degree programme. They also ascertain that, in cases where 
final theses are conducted outside the university, the higher education institution assumes 
responsibility for ensuring appropriate academic standards and suitable conditions at the 
respective external organisation. This is reflected, for example, in the requirement that fi-
nal theses are assessed by at least two examiners in addition to the supervisor, with the 
possibility of involving only one external expert from academia or professional practice.  
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However, based on the students’ feedback, the experts identify a need for improvement in 
certain aspects. While students generally have the opportunity to discuss their examination 
results with lecturers, feedback is not always provided in a timely manner, particularly with 
regard to mid-term examinations. While the experts acknowledge that more immediate 
feedback may increase the workload for teaching staff, they nevertheless recommend that 
students be provided with timely feedback on their mid-term examination results at least 
upon request. 

Final assessment of the experts after the comment of the Higher Education Institution 
regarding criterion 2: 

Timeliness of Feedback on Mid-Term Assessments 

The university acknowledges the importance of timely feedback on mid-term examination 
results in supporting students’ learning progress. It states that both programmes will en-
courage lecturers to provide feedback on mid-term performance within a reasonable 
timeframe, particularly when requested by students, and that this issue will be addressed 
as part of the continuous improvement of assessment practices. 

The experts welcome the university’s commitment to improving the timeliness of feedback 
on mid-term assessments. However, they maintain their recommendation, as the imple-
mentation and effectiveness of the planned measures remain to be demonstrated. 

The experts consider criterion 2 to be fulfilled. 

 

3. Resources 

Criterion 3.1 Staff and Development 

Evidence:  
• Self-Assessment Report 

• Staff handbook 

• List of lecturers outside BURP and MURP 

• List of supporting staff 

• The ratio of BURP and MURP student body to faculty members, external, and sup-
porting Staff 

• Overview of faculty members’ research activities, publications, and other activities 
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• Research and knowledge development roadmap  

• Overview of supporting staff development activities 

• Discussions during the audit 

Preliminary assessment and analysis of the experts:  
According to the information provided in the SAR, a total of 80 staff members are involved 
in the BURP and MURP programmes, including 44 academic staff and 36 supporting staff. 
The academic staff comprises 24 full-time members from the Urban and Regional Planning 
unit and 20 lecturers from outside the programme, including faculty members from other 
departments at UGM as well as a small number of practitioners. At the time of reporting, 
seven full-time URP staff members are pursuing doctoral degrees. The teaching staff pos-
sess academic backgrounds and professional experience in urban and regional planning, 
supporting their qualification to deliver the programme content. 

The following table provides an overview of the teaching staff. 

 

 

The SAR indicates that the student-to-staff ratios are within national requirements. For 
BURP, the ratio of students to full-time URP staff is around 1:12, with an annual intake of 
approximately 70–80 students and an average of 363 active students. For MURP, the ratio 
is approximately 1:9, with a similar annual intake and around 120 active students. These 
figures are below the nationally defined maximum range of 1:17 to 1:25. 

In addition to teaching, academic staff are expected to engage in research activities, both 
individually and in groups, in line with their respective areas of interest. Research outputs 
include conference contributions, journal articles, books, and other scholarly publications. 
The programmes are supported by a research and knowledge development roadmap, 
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which guides research activities and contributes to curriculum development. The SAR fur-
ther indicates that research activities are closely linked to teaching, for example through 
the integration of research findings into courses and through student involvement in re-
search projects or thesis topics. This is intended to strengthen the connection between 
theoretical knowledge and practical application. 

The SAR further indicates that university regulations governing recruitment and appoint-
ment ensure that teaching staff possess the necessary subject-specific and didactic qualifi-
cations to deliver the programmes effectively. In addition, students are regularly surveyed 
regarding the quality and suitability of teaching staff. 

With regard to staff development, the SAR describes a range of measures aimed at sup-
porting both academic and professional development. The Department of Architecture and 
Planning offers training in areas such as administration, information technology, languages, 
and management. Structured onboarding procedures are in place for newly appointed lec-
turers, including a mentoring system that pairs them with experienced staff members. In 
addition, new lecturers are required to participate in the PEKERTI (Instructional Skills Im-
provement Training), which focuses on pedagogical skills and teaching effectiveness and is 
linked to lecturer certification. Lecturers without a doctoral degree are encouraged to pur-
sue doctoral studies. 

During the discussions, teaching staff reported that professional development opportuni-
ties are regularly offered and mandatory for both newly appointed and more experienced 
lecturers. They also expressed general satisfaction with these opportunities. Student feed-
back, as reflected in surveys, indicates a high level of satisfaction with the teaching staff. 

The experts conclude that the composition, professional orientation, and qualifications of 
the teaching staff are appropriate for the successful delivery of the degree programmes. 
They note that the academic staff possess relevant disciplinary backgrounds and profes-
sional experience, which enables them to cover the required subject areas adequately and 
to support students in achieving the intended learning outcomes. 

Furthermore, the experts observe that the research activities of the teaching staff are well 
integrated into the programmes and contribute to achieving the intended level of educa-
tion. The linkage between research and teaching, including opportunities for student in-
volvement in research projects, is considered beneficial for both academic development 
and the practical relevance of the programmes. The experts also welcome the availability 
of further training opportunities in higher education didactics. Lecturers are supported in 
continuously developing their professional and didactic competences and are encouraged 
to make use of these offers. 
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However, the experts identify a need for improvement with regard to the international 
mobility of the teaching staff. During the discussions, it became apparent that participation 
in international activities, such as conferences, workshops or academic exchanges abroad, 
may be limited by the availability of funding. In the experts’ view, increased support in this 
area could further enhance the internationalisation of the programmes and the profes-
sional development of the teaching staff. They therefore recommend to further strengthen 
the outgoing mobility of the teaching staff, for example by facilitating access to funding 
opportunities for international activities. 

 

Criterion 3.2 Student Support and Student Services 

Evidence:  
• Self-Assessment Report 

• Scholarship information website: https://ditmawa.ugm.ac.id/category/info-
beasiswa/ 

• Discussions during the audit 

Preliminary assessment and analysis of the experts:  
Based on the information provided by the university, student support at Universitas Gadjah 
Mada is organised through a coordinated structure at department, faculty, and university 
level. Various administrative units provide support in areas such as academic affairs, fi-
nance, and student welfare. Academic support services include administrative assistance, 
access to library resources, and financial support schemes. Financial assistance is available 
through tuition fee reductions and scholarships, which are centrally managed by the Direc-
torate of Student Affairs. In addition, students may also receive financial support for par-
ticipation in academic competitions and conferences at national and international level.  

The SAR further indicates that measures are in place to support students during the transi-
tion into their studies. For example, newly admitted students in the MURP programme par-
ticipate in a one-week matriculation programme designed to facilitate their integration into 
the academic environment. Career support is provided through dedicated structures, in-
cluding the Career Development Centre for Urban and Regional Planning at programme 
level and the faculty-wide Alumni Corner. These services offer job placement support, ca-
reer development programmes, and preparatory sessions prior to graduation. 

Student associations in both BURP and MURP contribute to student support by assisting 
new students, facilitating communication between students and programme management, 
and supporting the collection of student feedback.  

https://ditmawa.ugm.ac.id/category/info-beasiswa/
https://ditmawa.ugm.ac.id/category/info-beasiswa/
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For international students, specific support measures are available, including assistance 
with administrative processes, accommodation, and insurance, as well as integration initi-
atives such as the Study Buddy programme. Additional language support is provided 
through Indonesian language courses for scholarship holders. A buddy system is also avail-
able to support students from remote areas in maintaining their academic performance. 

Health and well-being are also addressed through access to medical services at the univer-
sity’s medical centre and psychological counselling services provided by the faculty’s Well-
Being Centre. 

The SAR also states that the quality of academic support, including supervision of course-
work and final projects, is regularly evaluated through graduate surveys. While overall sat-
isfaction levels are reported to be high, the university acknowledges that there is room for 
improvement in communication between students and academic supervisors, particularly 
in the BURP programme, where a proportion of students rate the support as only satisfac-
tory or below. The university indicates that measures are being taken to address these is-
sues and to further improve student satisfaction. 

At the same time, students indicated that support services for international students could 
be further improved. While the Study Buddy programme is perceived as a valuable and 
helpful measure for academic and social integration, some challenges remain, particularly 
with regard to language barriers in communication with administrative staff. In the stu-
dents’ view, improvements in this area could further enhance the overall support experi-
ence for international students. The experts take note of these remarks and pass them on 
to the university for consideration. 

In general, the experts welcome that students have access to both subject-specific and gen-
eral counselling, as well as comprehensive supervision and support services, comple-
mented by adequate administrative and technical assistance. In their view, sufficient re-
sources are available to provide individual guidance, counselling, and support to all stu-
dents. The support system appears to effectively assist students in adapting to the univer-
sity environment, achieving the intended learning outcomes, and successfully completing 
their studies. Students confirmed during the discussions that they are well informed about 
the available services and generally expressed a high level of satisfaction with the existing 
support structures. If applicable, the experts also see added value in regular exchanges with 
professional associations in order to familiarise students with current developments and 
perspectives from professional practice. 
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Criterion 3.3 Funds and Equipment 

Evidence:  
• Self-Assessment Report 

• Government Regulation No. 26 Year 2015: Regarding the Form and Mechanism of 
Funding of a Legal Entity State University 

• Overview of institutional or agency partnerships 

• List of facilities in the Department of Architecture and Planning 

• Students and staff survey results on facilities and services  

• Discussions during the audit 

Preliminary assessment and analysis of the experts:  
As outlined in the SAR, UGM, as a state incorporated higher education institution, is fi-
nanced through a combination of public funding and additional sources, including tuition 
fees and external funding. For the BURP and MURP programmes, financial resources are 
primarily derived from tuition fees as well as from grants and partnerships related to re-
search and community service activities. While tuition fees are mainly used to cover oper-
ational costs, external funding supports research and outreach activities. The SAR further 
indicates that the programmes actively seek to diversify their funding base, for example 
through scholarship partnerships, training programmes for public sector staff, and consult-
ing services in cooperation with governmental institutions. These efforts are intended to 
strengthen financial sustainability and reduce reliance on tuition-based income. 

With regard to facilities and equipment, the SAR describes a comprehensive infrastructure 
available at university, faculty, and programme level. Students have access to a wide range 
of university-wide facilities, including libraries, laboratories, high-speed internet, learning 
and co-working spaces, health services, sports facilities, and student accommodation. The 
university library system is connected to international literature networks and provides ac-
cess to a broad range of academic resources and digital tools. 

At faculty level, the Smart Green Learning Centre (SGLC) serves as a central facility, offering 
learning spaces, working areas, and student activity zones, complemented by additional 
amenities such as sports and recreational facilities. Industry partnerships contribute to the 
provision of co-working spaces. Further facilities, including places of worship and a special-
ised engineering library, are also available. 

At programme level, both BURP and MURP provide dedicated facilities such as studio 
rooms, workspaces for final projects, and a Spatial Planning Support Lab. Additional re-
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sources include shared equipment and software, for example GIS licences and technical 
equipment provided through cooperation with other departments and partners. 

According to the SAR, student surveys indicate a generally high level of satisfaction with 
the available facilities. At the same time, feedback has led to targeted improvements, such 
as enhanced maintenance of facilities and upgrades to common areas. Accessibility is also 
addressed, for example through the provision of disability-friendly infrastructure, reflecting 
efforts to ensure an inclusive learning environment. 

The experts consider the financial resources specified to be sufficient to ensure the sus-
tainability of the degree programmes for the duration of the accreditation period. They 
note that the combination of public funding, tuition fees, and external funding sources pro-
vides a stable basis for the continued operation and development of the programmes. 

Based on the inspection of the facilities and laboratories, the experts conclude that the 
available equipment and infrastructure provide an adequate and generally appropriate ba-
sis for the delivery of the degree programmes in terms of both quantity and quality. While 
the overall provision is considered suitable, the experts also identify some areas where fur-
ther improvements could enhance the learning environment. This overall positive impres-
sion is supported by survey results and confirmed by students during the discussions, who 
report a relatively high level of satisfaction with the university’s facilities and equipment 
and note that most necessary tools are available. 

At the same time, some aspects could be further enhanced. Students confirmed that a 
broad range of software is available; nevertheless, they pointed out that access to some 
relevant software tools is limited. For example, certain applications such as SPSS are only 
accessible on university computers and not on students’ personal devices. In addition, both 
students and experts noted that, beyond GIS-related applications, there is limited availa-
bility of software supporting areas such as vector-based graphics, virtual reality, or urban 
design and planning tools. Against this background, the experts recommend providing stu-
dents with access to additional and more widely usable software tools, including extended 
GIS licences, statistical software, and modelling applications, in line with the needs ex-
pressed by students and also the industry representatives. 

With regard to study spaces, students expressed a wish for extended access to working 
rooms beyond the current opening hours. While the university indicated that this would 
require additional security arrangements, the experts consider that improved access could 
further support students’ independent work. In addition, they encourage the university to 
continue enhancing accessibility in terms of barrier-free access. They therefore recom-
mend improving students’ access to working rooms, both in terms of opening hours and 
accessibility. 



D Expert Report for the ASIIN Seal 

46 

Finally, the experts identify potential for improvement in the spatial conditions of the stu-
dio facilities, which were perceived as somewhat limited in capacity. In this context, they 
also point to the potential for further developing the integration of studio spaces and mak-
erspace facilities. The experts therefore recommend improving and extending the spatial 
conditions in the studios and enhancing the equipment of the makerspace and studio facil-
ities. 

Final assessment of the experts after the comment of the Higher Education Institution 
regarding criterion 3: 

Criterion 3.1 

Outgoing Mobility of Staff 

The university acknowledges the importance of outgoing staff mobility for international 
academic exchange, research collaboration, teaching quality, and curriculum development. 
It states that additional opportunities have recently been made available to academic staff, 
including mobility schemes, visiting lecturer programmes, collaborative research activities, 
and participation in international conferences. The university further indicates that it will 
continue to promote these opportunities and encourage staff members to make use of 
available funding schemes and institutional support. 

The experts welcome the measures taken to increase opportunities for outgoing staff mo-
bility. However, they maintain their recommendation, as the implementation and impact 
of these measures remain to be demonstrated. They also note that the successful enhance-
ment of staff mobility depends not only on encouraging staff members to participate, but 
also on providing adequate support mechanisms to facilitate such activities. 

Criterion 3.3 

 Additional Software Tools and Learning Facilities 

The university acknowledges the importance of adequate software provision, working 
spaces, studio facilities, and makerspace infrastructure for planning education. It states 
that the programmes, together with the department and faculty, intend to gradually im-
prove access to relevant software applications, including GIS, statistical analysis, and mod-
elling tools, within the limits of available resources. Furthermore, the university indicates 
that possible improvements regarding students’ access to working rooms will be discussed 
with the responsible units and that the development and integration of makerspace facili-
ties are currently ongoing. 

The experts welcome the planned measures to improve software provision and learning 
facilities. They maintain their recommendation, as the implementation and effectiveness 
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of these measures remain to be demonstrated. They further note that vector-based draw-
ing programmes may represent a valuable addition to the software portfolio, given their 
relevance for urban design-related tasks and projects. 

Additional Documents: Research Activities  

The university submitted an overview of research activities conducted over the past five 
years. According to the information provided, the overview includes research projects, 
publications, externally funded activities, research collaborations, and other academic out-
puts involving teaching staff. It also outlines the contribution of these activities to teaching, 
curriculum development, student supervision, and the academic profile of the pro-
grammes. 

The experts take note of the additional information provided and have no further com-
ments on this aspect. 

The experts consider criterion 3 to be fulfilled.  

 

4. Transparency and Documentation 

Criterion 4.1 Module Descriptions 

Evidence:  
• Self-Assessment Report 

• Module handbooks 

• Programme website BURP: https://pwk.archiplan.ugm.ac.id/syllabus/ 

• Programme website MURP (Master by Coursework): 
https://mpwk.ugm.ac.id/en/master-by-coursework/ 

• Discussions during the audit 

Preliminary assessment and analysis of the experts: 
According to the SAR, the module descriptions are accessible to students and other rele-
vant stakeholders and are presented in a clear and standardised format. The experts have 
reviewed the provided module descriptions and confirm that they include most of the re-
quired information, such as module titles, responsible persons, teaching and learning 
methods, workload and credit points, intended learning outcomes, module content, admis-
sion and examination requirements, forms of assessment, recommended literature, and 
the year of the last revision. 

https://pwk.archiplan.ugm.ac.id/syllabus/
https://mpwk.ugm.ac.id/en/master-by-coursework/
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Overall, the documentation provides a transparent and reliable basis for understanding the 
structure, requirements, and academic objectives of the BURP and MURP programmes. 
However, the experts identify a need for improvement in certain aspects of the module 
descriptions. 

The experts note that the documentation usually does not explain in sufficient detail how 
the final module grade is calculated. This is particularly relevant in modules in which several 
assessment components have to be completed, such as mid-term examinations, final ex-
aminations, and, in some cases, additional written assignments or research papers. While 
the different forms of assessment are often listed, the respective weighting of these com-
ponents in the final module grade generally remains unclear. As a result, students cannot 
reliably determine how individual examination elements contribute to the overall result. 
The module descriptions must therefore provide transparent and precise information on 
the calculation of the final module grade for each module. 

Furthermore, the experts observe that the English names of modules are not used consist-
ently across the different documents. For example, in the first semester of the BURP pro-
gramme, the module handbook refers to “Basic Spatial Studio”, while in the curriculum 
map it is listed as “Spatial Studio: Basics”. Another example is the module “Methods and 
Techniques for Spatial Planning”, whereas in the curriculum map it appears as “Methods 
and Techniques for Spatial Studio”. In other cases, discrepancies seem to result from the 
omission of individual terms, such as “Environment and Resources” versus “Environment 
and Natural Resources”. 

In some instances, the inconsistencies lead to a lack of clarity regarding the correspondence 
of modules across documents. For example, the module “Engineering Ethics” listed in the 
curriculum map cannot be found in the module descriptions, while related content appears 
to be covered in a compulsory module entitled “Engineering Concept for Civilization”, 
which, in turn, is not listed in the curriculum map. 

Similar issues are also evident in the MURP programme. In many cases, the differences are 
minor but still create inconsistencies, for instance where the curriculum map consistently 
uses plural forms such as “Development Theories”, “Planning Theories”, and “Spatial The-
ories”, while the module handbook refers to “theory”. Another example concerns the stu-
dio module, which is titled “Planning Methods, Techniques, and Process I” in the curriculum 
map, but “Planning Methods and Techniques 1” in the module handbook. 

In the experts’ view, these inconsistencies need to be resolved by revising the documenta-
tion accordingly and ensuring that module names are translated into English consistently 
and used uniformly across all documents and the website. 



D Expert Report for the ASIIN Seal 

49 

In addition, the experts note that module descriptions are not available for all parts of the 
curriculum. In particular, descriptions are missing for certain curricular components such 
as the internship and elective modules. This limits the transparency of the curriculum as a 
whole and makes it more difficult for students and external stakeholders to gain a complete 
overview of the intended learning outcomes, content, and assessment of all study ele-
ments. The experts therefore consider it necessary that module descriptions be provided 
for all modules and curricular components. 

Furthermore, the experts raise several minor observations. For example, both the Bache-
lor’s and Master’s programmes include modules entitled “Spatial Theory” and “Planning 
Theory”. The experts consider it unfavourable for modules at different levels of study to 
carry identical titles, as this may lead to confusion regarding the level of complexity and 
learning outcomes. They therefore recommend avoiding the use of identical module titles 
in Bachelor’s and Master’s programmes. 

With regard to content, the experts suggest further refining the module descriptions. In 
particular, they recommend that the interdisciplinary character of the URP programmes be 
more clearly reflected. In their view, a more detailed and explicit presentation of interdis-
ciplinarity would also facilitate credit transfer with other universities. The panel therefore 
recommends that the module descriptions more clearly reflect the interdisciplinarity of the 
programmes and be specified in greater detail. 

Finally, the experts recommend publishing the full module handbooks on the respective 
programme websites. While curricular overviews and lists of modules are available, the 
information provided online for the BURP programme is limited to basic elements such as 
the module name, credits, Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs), and literature. More detailed 
information, for example on responsible staff, assessment methods, or admission require-
ments, is not included. For the MURP programme, more comprehensive information is 
available online; however, it can only be accessed by opening each module individually, 
which reduces overall transparency and accessibility. In the experts’ view, providing com-
plete and easily accessible module handbooks on the programme websites would improve 
transparency for students and external stakeholders. 

 

Criterion 4.2 Diploma and Diploma Supplement  

Evidence:  
• Self-Assessment Report 

• Samples of the Diploma  
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• Samples of the Diploma Supplement 

• Samples of the Transcript of Records 

• Discussions during the audit 

Preliminary assessment and analysis of the experts: 
The experts confirm that the diploma is issued together with a Diploma Supplement shortly 
after graduation. The diploma itself is issued in Bahasa Indonesia, with the option of an 
official English translation, while the Diploma Supplement is provided in English. In addi-
tion, graduates receive a Transcript of Records listing all completed modules, the credits 
achieved, and the grades obtained. 

The panel has reviewed the sample certificates and Diploma Supplements and confirms 
that the Diploma Supplement contains all relevant information required to assess the qual-
ification. In particular, it presents the qualification profile of graduates, their individual ac-
ademic performance, and the classification of the degree programme within the national 
higher education system in a transparent and comprehensible manner. The presentation 
of module grades and the inclusion of statistical data on grade distribution in line with the 
ECTS Users’ Guide allow for an adequate assessment of individual achievements. 

However, the experts note that the specialisation chosen by students is not indicated on 
the diploma or in the Diploma Supplement. In the experts’ view, including this information 
would provide clearer guidance to prospective employers and improve transparency re-
garding the specific competences and qualifications acquired by graduates. They therefore 
recommend indicating the chosen specialisation in both the diploma and the Diploma Sup-
plement. 

 

Criterion 4.3 Relevant Rules 

Evidence:  
• Self-Assessment Report 

• Academic Handbook 

• Website for the Academic Handbook: https://pwk.archiplan.ugm.ac.id/category/ac-
ademic-handbook/ 

• Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) 

• Discussions during the audit 

https://pwk.archiplan.ugm.ac.id/category/academic-handbook/
https://pwk.archiplan.ugm.ac.id/category/academic-handbook/


D Expert Report for the ASIIN Seal 

51 

Preliminary assessment and analysis of the experts:  
As described in the documentation provided by the university, the rights and obligations of 
both the higher education institution and the students are defined in the respective Aca-
demic Handbooks. These handbooks are made publicly available via the programme web-
sites and are published in both Bahasa Indonesia and English in order to ensure accessibility 
for different target groups. 

In addition, the SAR indicates that Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) are in place to 
guide the administration and organisation of teaching and learning activities within the 
programmes. These procedures provide a structured framework for academic processes 
and are intended to ensure transparency and consistency in their implementation. 

At the same time, the SAR notes that, at the time of reporting, no specific regulations re-
garding the provision of compensation for disadvantages for students with disabilities have 
yet been established. The university indicates that corresponding regulations are currently 
being developed and are expected to be introduced in the near future. 

The experts confirm that the rights and obligations of both the university and the students 
are clearly defined and binding, as set out in the Academic Handbooks. All relevant rules 
and regulations are published on the university’s website and are thus accessible to all rel-
evant stakeholders. In this context, the Academic Handbook is available in both Bahasa 
Indonesia and English, which supports transparency and accessibility for different target 
groups. 

The experts further note that students receive the necessary course-related information, 
including Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs), at the beginning of each semester. In ad-
dition, comprehensive information about the study programmes is provided on the respec-
tive programme websites, ensuring that students are well informed about the structure 
and organisation of their studies. 

The experts welcome the university’s intention to introduce formal regulations regarding 
compensation for disadvantages for students with disabilities and emphasise the im-
portance of establishing such provisions in a binding and transparent manner. 

Final assessment of the experts after the comment of the Higher Education Institution 
regarding criterion 4: 

Criterion 4.1 

Module Descriptions and Grade Weighting 

The university explains that detailed information on assessment components and their re-
spective weightings is available to students through the OBA-SIMASTER system. At the 



D Expert Report for the ASIIN Seal 

52 

same time, it acknowledges that the information provided in the module handbook could 
be improved and states that the module descriptions will be reviewed and updated to in-
clude clearer information on assessment components and grade weighting. 

The experts acknowledge that detailed information on assessment components and grade 
weightings is available through the OBA-SIMASTER system. However, they continue to con-
sider it necessary that this information is also included consistently in the official module 
descriptions. As the planned revisions have not yet been implemented, they maintain the 
requirement. 

Consistency of Module Names 

The university acknowledges inconsistencies in the English module names used in the SAR 
and related documents and attributes these to typing and translation errors during the 
preparation of the documentation. It states that the official module names are those listed 
in the module handbook and indicates that these will serve as the reference for harmonis-
ing module names across all relevant documents. The university has further established a 
standardised bilingual course-title list to avoid similar inconsistencies in the future. 

The experts welcome the establishment of a standardised bilingual course-title list as a 
measure to avoid similar inconsistencies in the future. Nevertheless, revised versions of the 
relevant documents still need to be submitted in order to demonstrate the fulfilment of 
the requirement. 

Missing module descriptions 

The university explains that module descriptions for all curricular components, including 
internships and elective modules, are available in the OBA-SIMASTER system but were not 
fully included in the accreditation documentation submitted to the experts. It acknowl-
edges this omission and states that the complete set of module descriptions will be pro-
vided as additional evidence. Furthermore, the university intends to ensure that all module 
descriptions are consistently compiled in the module handbook and made accessible 
through the appropriate official platforms. 

The experts acknowledge that the missing module descriptions have been submitted in the 
meantime. As the required documentation is now available for all curricular components, 
they consider the requirement fulfilled. 

Identical Module Titles at Bachelor’s and Master’s Levels 

The university explains that modules with similar or identical titles at Bachelor's and Mas-
ter's level are distinguished by different course codes, curriculum structures, learning out-
comes, assessment requirements, and academic levels. Nevertheless, it acknowledges that 
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the use of similar titles may cause confusion for external readers and states that selected 
module titles will be revised to better reflect their respective level, scope, and intended 
learning outcomes. The experts welcome the university’s intention to revise selected mod-
ule titles in order to improve transparency and reduce potential misunderstandings. 

Interdisciplinarity reflected in the module descriptions 

The university agrees that the interdisciplinary nature of the programmes should be made 
more explicit in the module descriptions. It states that interdisciplinarity is already embed-
ded in the curricula through various learning formats and indicates that the module de-
scriptions will be revised to clarify the connections between spatial planning and related 
disciplines such as governance, economics, social analysis, environmental planning, infra-
structure, design, and geospatial methods. 

The experts welcome the university’s intention to make the interdisciplinary character of 
the programmes more visible in the module descriptions. 

Publication of the module descriptions 

The university states that comprehensive module descriptions are currently available 
through internal systems and programme documents, while only abbreviated information 
is published on the programme websites. It indicates that full module handbooks are cur-
rently being prepared for publication on the programme websites in order to improve 
transparency and accessibility for students, prospective students, and other stakeholders. 

The experts welcome the university’s intention to publish the complete module handbooks 
on the programme websites. They maintain their requirement, as the publication of the 
revised documentation remains to be demonstrated. 

 

Criterion 4.2 

Indication of Specialisations in the Diploma Supplement 

The university acknowledges that including information on specialisations or concentra-
tions in the Diploma Supplement could enhance transparency for employers. At the same 
time, it notes concerns that such information might unintentionally restrict the perceived 
breadth of graduates’ qualifications. The university therefore intends to discuss the matter 
with relevant stakeholders, including alumni and employers, before deciding whether and 
how specialisations and concentrations should be reflected in the Diploma Supplement or 
other official documents. 
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The experts take note of the university’s considerations and welcome the planned consul-
tation with relevant stakeholders. They nevertheless maintain their recommendation, as 
they continue to regard the inclusion of completed specialisations or concentrations in the 
Diploma Supplement as a useful means of enhancing transparency. 

The experts consider criterion 4 to be partly fulfilled. 

5. Quality Management: Quality Assessment and Develop-
ment 

Criterion 5 Quality Management: Quality Assessment and Development 

Evidence:  
• Self-Assessment Report 

• Results of the internal quality audit 

• Survey results 

• Discussions during the audit 

Preliminary assessment and analysis of the experts:  
Quality assurance at Universitas Gadjah Mada is organised within a university-wide frame-
work that operates across multiple levels, including the study programme, department, 
faculty, and university. This framework is coordinated by the University Quality Assurance 
and Reputation Unit (SPMRU) and is aligned with national regulatory requirements set by 
the Ministry of Education, Culture, Research, and Technology, as described in the SAR. 

At programme level, responsibility for the implementation of quality assurance processes 
lies with the Head and Secretary of the respective study programme. They oversee the day-
to-day management of quality-related activities, including the monitoring of academic ser-
vices and the alignment of teaching and staff development with institutional standards. 

According to the SAR, the quality assurance system comprises both internal and external 
evaluation mechanisms. Internally, quality assessment is conducted in accordance with 
ministerial regulations and is implemented through the Internal Quality Audit, which is car-
ried out annually. In addition, study programmes are required to undergo curriculum re-
views every five years, with the results and subsequent changes being documented. 

Externally, the programmes are subject to regular evaluation by national and international 
accreditation bodies. At national level, accreditation is conducted by the Indonesian ac-
creditation agency BAN-PT, which operates under the authority of the Ministry of Educa-
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tion. The most recent accreditation of both BURP and MURP took place in 2021, resulting 
in an “Excellent” rating. In addition, both programmes are accredited by ASIIN and are cur-
rently undergoing reaccreditation within this framework. 

The SAR further indicates that a wide range of stakeholders is involved in quality assurance 
processes, including students, alumni, academic staff, industry representatives, and pro-
fessional associations. Their feedback is collected through surveys and focus group discus-
sions and is subsequently analysed and discussed in programme-level workshops to sup-
port continuous improvement. 

The following instruments are used to collect feedback and evaluate programme quality: 

• Active students: course evaluations (EDOM) assessing teaching quality, learning 
processes, workload, and student experience; as well as student hearings address-
ing facilities, academic services, and teaching conditions;  

• Exit surveys: evaluation of the achievement of Programme Learning Outcomes and 
the quality of supporting infrastructure;  

• Internship questionnaires (BURP): assessment of students’ performance by intern-
ship supervisors;  

• Alumni surveys: collection of information on career paths, assessment of curricu-
lum relevance, and identification of industry needs;  

• Staff surveys: evaluation of supporting facilities and academic services;  

• Employer surveys and stakeholder focus group discussions: involving alumni, em-
ployers, industry representatives, partners, and professional associations to gather 
feedback on the curriculum and labour market requirements.  

According to the SAR, the results of these instruments are systematically analysed and used 
to inform the further development of the programmes. 

During the discussions with programme representatives and students, the experts gained 
a comprehensive impression of the quality management system in place. They note that 
the study programmes are subject to regular and periodic internal quality assurance pro-
cesses involving all relevant stakeholders. The results of these processes are systematically 
analysed and incorporated into the continuous development of the programmes. 

The experts further confirm that the processes and responsibilities for the ongoing devel-
opment of the programmes are clearly defined. The organisational structures and proce-
dures in place ensure that quality assurance activities are implemented in a structured and 
consistent manner. 
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During the audit, students highlighted a supportive and open atmosphere in which feed-
back is actively encouraged and taken seriously. Students confirmed that formal surveys 
are conducted regularly and that additional feedback can also be provided informally at 
any time. Furthermore, the results of these surveys, as well as the measures derived from 
them, are communicated and discussed with the students. 

Overall, the experts consider the quality management system to be well established and 
effectively implemented. In their view, it provides a solid basis for the continuous improve-
ment and further development of the study programmes. 

Final assessment of the experts after the comment of the Higher Education Institution 
regarding criterion 5: 

The university did not comment on this criterion in its statement. 

The experts consider criterion 5 to be fulfilled. 
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E Additional Documents 

Before preparing their final assessment, the panel ask that the following missing or unclear 
information be provided together with the comment of the Higher Education Institution on 
the previous chapters of this report: 

D 1. Overview of research activities from the past five years (including a list of publications, 
external funding, etc.) 

D 2. Overview of the community service activities 
D 3. Clarification of how sufficient prior knowledge in engineering-related subjects is en-

sured for applicants from sociology or other non-engineering educational backgrounds 
admitted to the programme.  
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F Comment of the Higher Education Institution (27.05.2026) 

The following table quotes the comment of the university: 

No.  Comments from ASIIN Experts 

(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

1 Criterion 1.3 Curriculum 

 

The experts noted that the designation “Master 
by Research” may be somewhat misleading, as 
the programme appears to be work-integrated 
and highly self-organised, although the designa-
tion follows national conventions. 

MURP MURP appreciates the experts’ observation. The 
designation “Master by Research” follows the na-
tional and institutional convention for a research-
oriented Master’s pathway. Although the pathway 
requires a high degree of student autonomy and 
self-organisation, it is conducted under structured 
academic supervision and includes compulsory 
courses that support students’ research compe-
tence since the beginning of the study. These com-
ponents include research-supporting theory, re-
search methods, research practice, research 
presentation, research publication, and thesis 
work. Thus, the self-organised character of the 
pathway is balanced by formal coursework, aca-
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No.  Comments from ASIIN Experts 

(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

demic advising, and continuous supervision. Never-
theless, MURP acknowledges that the profile of this 
pathway can be communicated more clearly and 
will improve its explanation in official documents 
and on the programme website. 

2 Criterion 1.3 Curriculum 

 

The experts welcomed the availability of special-
isations and elective modules, but noted that the 
naming of some Bachelor’s specialisations does 
not always fully correspond to their actual con-
tent. For example, “Environmental and Regional 
Planning” appears to include limited regional 
planning content, while “Urban Planning and 
Management” does not fully reflect urban regen-
eration and urban design components. 

BURP BURP appreciates the experts’ observation and 
acknowledges that the specialisations in the Bach-
elor’s programme are not intended to represent 
rigid disciplinary tracks with an equal level of depth 
across all sub-fields. Rather, they function as flexi-
ble academic pathways that allow students to grad-
ually develop their own areas of interest and exper-
tise. The design of these specialisations has been 
developed through curriculum review processes in-
volving internal discussions as well as feedback 
from alumni and users. In practice, students are not 
strictly bound to one specialisation. They are given 
the freedom to combine elective courses, intern-
ship themes, studio experiences, pre-final project 
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No.  Comments from ASIIN Experts 

(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

preparation, and final project topics in order to 
shape an academic profile that best fits their inter-
ests and future career orientation. Nevertheless, 
the programme acknowledges that the naming and 
description of several specialisations can be clari-
fied further to avoid misunderstanding among stu-
dents, prospective students, employers, and other 
stakeholders. BURP will therefore review the de-
scriptions and course mapping of each specialisa-
tion to better explain its scope, flexibility, and rela-
tion to the actual curricular content. 

3 Criterion 1.3 Curriculum 

 

The experts noted that the distinction between 
“specialisation” in the Bachelor’s programme 
and “concentration” in the Master’s programme 
may create confusion, as both refer to a focus on 
specific subject areas. 

BURP & 
MURP 

We appreciate the experts’ observations. The 
terms “specialisation” in BURP and “concentration” 
in MURP both refer to students’ academic focus 
within urban and regional planning. However, they 
reflect different logics of curriculum development 
at different qualification levels. BURP specialisa-
tions are developed more epistemologically, refer-
ring to bodies of knowledge, methods, and profes-
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No.  Comments from ASIIN Experts 

(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

sional approaches through which undergraduate 
students shape their interests.  

 

MURP concentrations are developed more onto-
logically, referring to the main spatial objects and 
scales of planning inquiry, such as neighbourhood, 
urban, and regional planning. The distinction is 
therefore intended to show different levels and ra-
tionales of academic focus rather than two unre-
lated concepts. Nevertheless, the programmes 
acknowledge that this distinction should be com-
municated more clearly and will revise the relevant 
academic guidebook, curriculum documents, mod-
ule handbooks, and websites where applicable. 

4 Criterion 1.3 Curriculum 

 

BURP & 
MURP 

We welcome this recommendation. Several of 
these topics are already addressed within existing 
studio modules, methods courses, elective courses, 
and final projects. However, the programmes agree 
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No.  Comments from ASIIN Experts 

(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

The experts recommended strengthening se-
lected curricular areas: urban design and plan-
ning regulations in BURP; resilience, disaster risk 
management, climate change, smart city, and 
data analysis in MURP. 

that their visibility and integration can be strength-
ened. BURP will review how urban design and plan-
ning regulation are represented across studio, the-
ory, methods, and elective courses. MURP will re-
view the integration of resilience, disaster risk man-
agement, climate change, smart city, and data-
driven planning, particularly in compulsory courses 
and studio-based learning. These adjustments will 
be considered in ongoing curriculum review and 
continuous improvement processes. 

5 Criterion 1.3 Curriculum 

 

The experts recommended improving and simpli-
fying outgoing mobility opportunities for MURP 
students who are not enrolled in the double de-
gree track. 

MURP MURP appreciates and agrees with the experts’ 
recommendation. MURP already provides several 
forms of international exposure for students out-
side the double degree track, including interna-
tional joint studios, international guest lectures, in-
ternational academic and research collaborations, 
joint supervision opportunities, international semi-
nars and conferences, and interaction with visiting 
scholars and partner universities. These activities 
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No.  Comments from ASIIN Experts 

(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

allow non-double-degree students to engage with 
international perspectives and comparative plan-
ning practices. Nevertheless, MURP acknowledges 
that these opportunities can be better structured 
and communicated. The programme will therefore 
strengthen existing opportunities through clearer 
information, academic advising, and coordination 
with the Faculty, Office of International Affairs, and 
partner institutions. 

6 Criterion 1.4 Admission Requirements 

 

The experts noted that the two-year limitation 
after secondary school graduation for BURP ap-
plicants may create a structural disadvantage for 
some applicants and may conflict with equal op-
portunity principles. 

BURP The University appreciates the experts’ concern. 
The admission procedure for the Bachelor’s pro-
gramme follows the national admission framework 
for public universities in Indonesia. Therefore, the 
limitation related to the year of secondary school 
graduation is part of the nationally regulated ad-
mission mechanism and is not independently de-
termined by the programme. Within this frame-
work, UGM remains committed to ensuring trans-
parency, fairness, and equal opportunity by clearly 

National Admission 
Regulation 
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No.  Comments from ASIIN Experts 

(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

communicating all admission pathways, eligibility 
requirements, and selection procedures to pro-
spective students. 

7 Criterion 1.4 Admission Requirements 

 

The experts suggested considering mandatory 
preparatory courses for MURP students from 
non-URP backgrounds and requested clarifica-
tion on how sufficient prior knowledge in engi-
neering-related subjects is ensured for applicants 
from sociology or other non-engineering back-
grounds. 

MURP MURP appreciates the experts’ suggestion. MURP 
admits students from diverse academic back-
grounds in line with the interdisciplinary nature of 
urban and regional planning. To ensure sufficient 
foundational knowledge, the programme already 
provides a mandatory intensive one-week matricu-
lation programme before the start of regular 
courses. In addition, a series of tutorials is inte-
grated into relevant courses to support students in 
strengthening their understanding of basic plan-
ning concepts, spatial analysis, and technical foun-
dations. MURP acknowledges that this support can 
be further improved and will strengthen the ma-
triculation and tutorial mechanisms to make them 
more intensive, structured, and responsive to the 

Matriculation over-
view 
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No.  Comments from ASIIN Experts 

(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

needs of students from non-URP or non-engineer-
ing backgrounds. 

8 Criterion 1.5 Workload and Credits 

 

The experts noted that students accumulate 294 
ECTS upon completion of both BURP and MURP, 
which does not fulfil the overall requirement of 
at least 300 ECTS. 

BURP & 
MURP 

We appreciate the experts’ observation and would 
like to clarify that the figure of 294 ECTS resulted 
from an overly simplified conversion in the submit-
ted document, where 1 SCU was uniformly con-
verted as 1.5 ECTS. Based on UGM workload calcu-
lation, 1 SCU equals 170 minutes per week per se-
mester, or 170 minutes × 16 weeks = 2,720 
minutes, equivalent to 45.33 hours of student 
workload. Since 1 ECTS corresponds to 25–30 
hours of student workload, 1 SCU is equivalent to 
approximately 1.5–1.8 ECTS. 

We have recalculated the ECTS conversion in ac-
cordance with UGM’s official conversion range of 1 
SCU = 1.5–1.8 ECTS, by considering the workload 
and learning meetings of each course. Based on 
this corrected course-by-course calculation, the 
BURP curriculum of 151 SCU is equivalent to 230.74 

1. UGM academic reg-
ulation on SCU and 
student workload 

2. Corrected BURP 
conversion table 

3. Corrected MURP 
conversion table 
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No.  Comments from ASIIN Experts 

(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

ECTS, while the MURP curriculum of 45 SCU is 
equivalent to 72.9 ECTS. Therefore, the combined 
workload of BURP and MURP amounts to 303.64 
ECTS, which fulfills the minimum requirement of 
300 ECTS.  

We acknowledge that the previous conversion was 
not sufficiently precise and will provide the cor-
rected BURP and MURP credit conversion tables as 
supporting evidence.  

9 Criterion 2 Exams 

 

The experts recommended that students be pro-
vided with timely feedback on mid-term exami-
nation results, at least upon request. 

BURP & 
MURP 

We appreciate the experts’ recommendation. The 
programmes acknowledge that timely feedback on 
mid-term examination results is important to help 
students identify learning gaps and improve their 
performance before the final assessment. BURP 
and MURP will therefore encourage lecturers to 
provide feedback on mid-term performance within 
a reasonable timeframe, particularly when re-
quested by students. This will be communicated to 
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No.  Comments from ASIIN Experts 

(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

teaching staff as part of the programmes’ continu-
ous improvement of assessment practices. 

10 Criterion 3.1 Staff and Development 

 

The experts recommended further strengthening 
the outgoing mobility of teaching staff, for exam-
ple by facilitating access to funding opportunities 
for international activities. 

BURP & 
MURP 

We appreciate and agree with the experts’ recom-
mendation. BURP and MURP acknowledge that 
outgoing staff mobility is important for strengthen-
ing international academic exposure, research col-
laboration, teaching quality, and curriculum devel-
opment. Since the end of last year, more opportu-
nities have been offered to teaching staff to sup-
port international activities, including mobility 
schemes, visiting lecturer opportunities, collabora-
tive research, international conferences, and uni-
versity-level programmes such as EQUITY-WCU 
(World Class University) initiatives. The pro-
grammes will continue to disseminate these oppor-
tunities more actively and encourage staff mem-
bers to make use of available funding schemes and 
institutional support for international engagement. 
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No.  Comments from ASIIN Experts 

(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

11 Criterion 3.3 Funds and Equipment 

 

The experts recommended providing students 
with access to additional and more widely usable 
software tools, including extended GIS licences, 
statistical software, and modelling applications. 
They also recommended improving students’ ac-
cess to working rooms in terms of opening hours 
and accessibility, and noted potential for improv-
ing studio facilities and makerspace integration. 

BURP & 
MURP 

We appreciate the experts’ recommendation. 
BURP and MURP acknowledge the importance of 
adequate software access, working rooms, studio 
facilities, and makerspace integration to support 
studio-based, project-based, and data-driven plan-
ning education. The programmes, together with 
the Department and Faculty, will gradually improve 
access to relevant software tools, including GIS, 
statistical analysis, modelling, and other planning-
related applications, according to available institu-
tional resources and budgeting mechanisms. Re-
garding students’ access to working rooms, includ-
ing opening hours and accessibility, this is subject 
to broader university and faculty policies; there-
fore, the programmes will discuss possible im-
provements with the relevant units. The develop-
ment and integration of makerspace facilities is 
currently in progress and will be further aligned 
with the needs of planning education and studio-
based learning. 
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No.  Comments from ASIIN Experts 

(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

12 Criterion 4.1 Course Module Descriptions 

 

The experts noted that the weighting of assess-
ment components in final module grades is gen-
erally unclear. They stated that module descrip-
tions must provide transparent and precise infor-
mation on the calculation of the final module 
grade for each module. 

BURP & 
MURP 

We appreciate the experts’ observations. The pro-
grammes would like to clarify that the module de-
scriptions presented in the module handbook pro-
vide a general overview of the assessment meth-
ods used in each module. More detailed and oper-
ational information on the calculation of final mod-
ule grades is provided through the OBA-SIMASTER 
system, where lecturers are required to specify the 
assessment components, their respective weight-
ings, and their alignment with Course Learning Out-
comes. This information is accessible to students, 
allowing them to understand how their final grades 
are calculated. Nevertheless, the programmes 
acknowledge that the module descriptions can be 
improved to ensure greater consistency between 
the module handbook and the information availa-
ble in OBA-SIMASTER. BURP and MURP will there-
fore review and update the module descriptions to 
include clearer information on assessment compo-
nents and grade weighting. 

Course Grading Sys-
tem 
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No.  Comments from ASIIN Experts 

(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

13 Criterion 4.1 Course Module Descriptions 

 

The experts observed inconsistencies in the Eng-
lish names of modules across documents and 
websites. Examples include differences between 
“Basic Spatial Studio” and “Spatial Studio: Ba-
sics”, “Methods and Techniques for Spatial Plan-
ning” and “Methods and Techniques for Spatial 
Studio”, as well as inconsistencies in BURP and 
MURP module titles. 

BURP & 
MURP 

We appreciate the experts’ observation and apolo-
gise for the inconsistencies in the English module 
names found in the SAR and related documents. 
These inconsistencies were caused by typing and 
translation errors during the preparation of the re-
port, rather than by differences in the official cur-
riculum structure. The correct and official module 
names are those listed in the module handbook, 
particularly in Appendix 60. BURP and MURP will 
use this official list as the reference for harmonising 
module names across the SAR, curriculum maps, 
module handbooks, RPKPS, websites, transcripts, 
and Diploma Supplements. The programmes will 
also prepare a standardised bilingual course-title 
list to prevent similar inconsistencies in future doc-
umentation. 

1. BURP standardised 
bilingual course-ti-
tle list 

2. MURP standardised 
bilingual course-ti-
tle list 

14 Criterion 4.1 Course Module Descriptions 

 

BURP & 
MURP 

We appreciate the experts’ observations. The pro-
grammes would like to clarify that module descrip-
tions for curricular components, including intern-

1. BURP: Elective 
Courses Module 
Sample 
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(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

The experts noted that module descriptions are 
not available for all parts of the curriculum, par-
ticularly internship and elective modules. They 
stated that module descriptions should be pro-
vided for all modules and curricular components. 

ships and elective modules, are already available in 
the OBA-SIMASTER system. However, these docu-
ments were not fully included in the submitted ac-
creditation materials. We acknowledge this omis-
sion and will provide the complete module descrip-
tions as additional evidence. BURP and MURP will 
also ensure that all module descriptions, including 
compulsory courses, electives, internships, studios, 
thesis/final project components, and other credit-
bearing activities, are consistently compiled in the 
module handbook and made accessible through 
the appropriate official platforms. 

2. MURP: Elective 
Courses Module 
Sample 

15 Criterion 4.1 Course Module Descriptions 

 

The experts recommended avoiding identical 
module titles at Bachelor’s and Master’s levels, 
for example “Spatial Theory” and “Planning The-

BURP & 
MURP 

We appreciate the experts’ recommendation. At 
present, some modules at Bachelor’s and Master’s 
levels may have similar or identical English titles. 
However, they are formally differentiated by differ-
ent course codes, curriculum structures, learning 
outcomes, assessment requirements, and aca-
demic levels. Within the academic system, Bache-
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Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

ory”, as this may lead to confusion regarding 
level of complexity and learning outcomes. 

lor’s students cannot enrol in Master’s-level 
courses, and vice versa, so there is no overlap in 
course registration or implementation. Neverthe-
less, the programmes acknowledge that similar ti-
tles may create confusion for external readers. This 
issue has already been discussed internally, and 
BURP and MURP will revise selected module titles 
to better reflect their respective level, scope, and 
expected learning outcomes. 

16 Criterion 4.1 Course Module Descriptions 

 

The experts recommended that the interdiscipli-
nary character of the URP programmes be more 
clearly reflected in the module descriptions and 
specified in greater detail. 

BURP & 
MURP 

We agree with the experts’ recommendation. In-
terdisciplinarity is a key feature of urban and re-
gional planning education at UGM and is already 
embedded in the curriculum through studio-based 
learning, planning methods courses, electives, in-
ternships, and final projects. BURP and MURP will 
make this interdisciplinary character more explicit 
in the revised module descriptions by clarifying 
how each module connects spatial planning with 
related fields such as governance, economics, so-
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cial analysis, environmental planning, infrastruc-
ture, design, and geospatial methods. 

17 Criterion 4.1 Course Module Descriptions 

 

The experts recommended publishing the full 
module handbooks on the respective pro-
gramme websites in a complete and easily acces-
sible format. 

BURP & 
MURP 

We agree with the experts’ recommendation. At 
present, the programme websites provide only 
concise module information, while the more com-
plete module descriptions are available in the inter-
nal academic system and programme documents. 
BURP and MURP are currently in the process of pre-
paring the full module handbooks for publication 
on the respective programme websites. This will be 
done in a more complete and accessible format to 
improve transparency for students, prospective 
students, external stakeholders, and partner insti-
tutions. 

 

18 Criterion 4.2 Diploma and Diploma Supplement 

 

BURP & 
MURP 

We appreciate the experts’ recommendation and 
will take it into consideration. The programmes 
acknowledge that indicating students’ specialisa-
tion or concentration may improve transparency 
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The experts noted that the specialisation chosen 
by students is not indicated on the diploma or in 
the Diploma Supplement. They recommended in-
dicating the chosen specialisation in both docu-
ments to improve transparency for employers. 

for employers. However, the programmes also 
need to carefully consider whether this may unin-
tentionally limit graduates’ perceived scope of 
competence in the labour market, given that urban 
and regional planning graduates are expected to 
work across diverse planning fields. Therefore, 
BURP and MURP will first discuss this recommen-
dation with relevant stakeholders, particularly 
alumni and users, to assess its benefits and possible 
implications. The result of this discussion will be 
used to determine whether and how specialisation 
and concentration information should be reflected 
in the Diploma Supplement or other official aca-
demic documents. 

19 D. Additional Documents 

 

BURP & 
MURP 

We will provide an overview of research activities 
from the past five years. The document will include 
research projects, publications, external funding, 
research collaborations, and other relevant aca-
demic outputs involving teaching staff of the pro-

1. List of research by 
lecture 

2. List of research 
funding 
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The experts requested an overview of research 
activities from the past five years, including pub-
lications and external funding. 

grammes. It will also show how research activities 
contribute to teaching, curriculum development, 
student supervision, and the academic profile of 
the programmes. 

20 D. Additional Documents 

 

The experts requested an overview of commu-
nity service activities. 

BURP & 
MURP 

We will provide an overview of community service 
activities conducted by the programmes and teach-
ing staff. These activities are implemented through 
two main schemes.  

 

First, student community service through KKN, 
which is a mandatory university-level programme 
for undergraduate students and is centrally organ-
ised by UGM. Through this scheme, students en-
gage directly with communities and apply planning-
related knowledge in real-world contexts.  

 

1. Overview of stu-
dent based com-
munity service 
(KKN) 

2. Overview of exper-
tise group based 
community service 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1WpxCkpB9pwgxDjPEcuqc48MV89IPAuNB/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1wb5DUihGt20T7Rar_Ueup0Nvtn_y-C_A/view?usp=sharing
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No.  Comments from ASIIN Experts 

(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

Second, expertise group-based community ser-
vice, in which topics are initiated by lecturers based 
on their expertise, involve students, are funded by 
internal university or faculty schemes, and are car-
ried out in collaboration with relevant stakeholders 
such as local governments, communities, and part-
ner institutions.  

The overview will explain both schemes, including 
topics, locations, partners, funding sources, out-
puts, student involvement, and relevance to urban 
and regional planning education. 

21 D. Additional Documents 

 

The experts requested clarification on how suffi-
cient prior knowledge in engineering-related 
subjects is ensured for applicants from sociology 

MURP We will provide a clarification note explaining how 
MURP ensures sufficient prior knowledge for stu-
dents from non-engineering or non-URP educa-
tional backgrounds. The programme already con-
ducts a matriculation programme prior to regular 
coursework, which includes a pre-test to identify 
students’ initial level of understanding and a post-
test to assess improvement after the matriculation 

Matriculation over-
view 
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No.  Comments from ASIIN Experts 

(Section, Paragraph) 

Programme Explanations from the University to Clarify the 
ASIIN Comments 

Related/Additional 
Evidence (Link/File) 

or other non-engineering educational back-
grounds admitted to the programme. 

process. The matriculation is delivered through a 
structured schedule that introduces key founda-
tions in urban and regional planning, spatial analy-
sis, and relevant technical knowledge. In addition, 
the workload of the matriculation programme will 
be clearly described and converted into ECTS to 
demonstrate that the learning load is adequate to 
support students’ transition into the Master’s cur-
riculum. 
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G Summary: Expert Recommendations (08.06.2026) 

Taking into account the additional information and the comments given by the university, 
the experts summarise their analysis and final assessment for the award of the seals as 
follows: 

Degree Pro-
gramme 

ASIIN Seal Maximum duration 
of accreditation 

Subject-
specific la-
bel 

Maximum dura-
tion of accredita-
tion 

Ba Urban and Re-
gional Planning 

With require-
ments for one 
year 

30.09.2033 – – 

Ma Urban and 
Regional Planning 

With require-
ments for one 
year 

30.09.2033 – – 

 

Requirements 

For both degree programmes  

A 2. (ASIIN 4.1) Ensure that module descriptions are provided for all modules, that they 
include information explaining how the module mark is calculated, and that module 
names are translated into English consistently and used uniformly across all docu-
ments. 

 

Recommendations 

For both degree programmes 

E 1. (ASIIN 2) It is recommended that students be provided with timely feedback on their 
mid‑term examination results upon request.  

E 2. (ASIIN 3.1) It is recommended to further strengthen the outgoing mobility of the 
teaching staff. 

E 3. (ASIIN 3.3) It is recommended to provide students with access to additional software 
tools.  

E 4. (ASIIN 3.3) It is recommended to improve and extend students’ access to working 
rooms. 
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E 5. (ASIIN 3.3) It is recommended to improve the spatial conditions in the studios and to 
enhance the equipment of the makerspace and studio facilities. 

E 6. (ASIIN 4.1) It is recommended to avoid using identical module titles in Bachelor’s and 
Master’s programmes.  

E 7. (ASIIN 4.1) It is recommended that the module descriptions more clearly reflect the 
interdisciplinarity of the programmes and be specified in greater detail.  

E 8. (ASIIN 4.1) It is recommended to publish the module descriptions on the programme 
websites. 

E 9. (ASIIN 4.2) It is recommended to indicate the specialisation in the diploma and the 
Diploma Supplement. 

For the Bachelor’s degree programme 

E 10. (ASIIN 1.2) It is recommended that the names of the specialisations be more closely 
aligned with their actual content.  

E 11. (ASIIN 1.3) It is recommended to further integrate urban design competencies as well 
as planning regulations into the curriculum. 

For the Master’s degree programme 

E 12. (ASIIN 1.3) It is recommended to further integrate resilience, disaster risk manage-
ment, and climate change into the compulsory part of the curriculum. 

E 13. (ASIIN 1.3) It is recommended that the opportunities for outgoing mobility for stu-
dents not enrolled in the double degree tracks be improved and simplified. 
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H Comment of the Technical Committee 03 – Civil 
Engineering, Geodesy and Architecture 
(15.06.2026) 

Assessment and analysis for the award of the ASIIN seal: 

The TC discusses the procedure and follows the assessment of the experts without any 
changes. 

The Technical Committee 03 – Civil Engineering, Geodesy and Architecture recommends 
the award of the seals as follows: 

Degree Pro-
gramme 

ASIIN Seal Maximum duration 
of accreditation 

Subject-
specific la-
bel 

Maximum dura-
tion of accredita-
tion 

Ba Urban and Re-
gional Planning 

With require-
ments for one 
year 

30.09.2033 – – 

Ma Urban and 
Regional Planning 

With require-
ments for one 
year 

30.09.2033 – – 
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I Decision of the Accreditation Commission 
(26.06.2026) 

Assessment and analysis for the award of the subject-specific ASIIN seal: 

The Accreditation Commission discusses the procedure and decides to slightly rephrase 
recommendation E8 in order to align more closely with ASIIN’s standard formulations. The 
recommendation now calls for module descriptions to be made accessible to all stakehold-
ers, for instance through publication on the programme websites. 

Furthermore, the AC adds a recommendation that the university open the admission pro-
cess to applicants of all ages, regardless of the date of their high school diploma. The AC 
acknowledges that the university has no direct influence on this matter, as the placement 
tests are administered by the Ministry. Nevertheless, the AC considers the current practice 
to be discriminatory and wishes to express its concern in the form of a recommendation. 

The Accreditation Commission decides to award the following seals: 

Degree Pro-
gramme 

ASIIN Seal Maximum duration 
of accreditation 

Subject-
specific la-
bel 

Maximum dura-
tion of accredita-
tion 

Ba Urban and Re-
gional Planning 

With require-
ments for one 
year 

30.09.2033 – – 

Ma Urban and 
Regional Planning 

With require-
ments for one 
year 

30.09.2033 – – 

 

Requirement 

For both degree programmes  

A 1. (ASIIN 4.1) Ensure that module descriptions are provided for all modules, that they 
include information explaining how the module mark is calculated, and that module 
names are translated into English consistently and used uniformly across all docu-
ments. 
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Recommendations 

For both degree programmes 

E 1. (ASIIN 2) It is recommended that students be provided with timely feedback on their 
mid‑term examination results upon request.  

E 2. (ASIIN 3.1) It is recommended to further strengthen the outgoing mobility of the 
teaching staff. 

E 3. (ASIIN 3.3) It is recommended to provide students with access to additional software 
tools.  

E 4. (ASIIN 3.3) It is recommended to improve and extend students’ access to working 
rooms. 

E 5. (ASIIN 3.3) It is recommended to improve the spatial conditions in the studios and to 
enhance the equipment of the makerspace and studio facilities. 

E 6. (ASIIN 4.1) It is recommended to avoid using identical module titles in Bachelor’s and 
Master’s programmes.  

E 7. (ASIIN 4.1) It is recommended that the module descriptions more clearly reflect the 
interdisciplinarity of the programmes and be specified in greater detail.  

E 8. (ASIIN 4.1) It is recommended to make the module descriptions accessible to all 
stakeholders, e.g. by publishing the module descriptions on the programme websites. 

E 9. (ASIIN 4.2) It is recommended to indicate the specialisation in the diploma and the 
Diploma Supplement. 

For the Bachelor’s degree programme 

E 10. (ASIIN 1.2) It is recommended that the names of the specialisations be more closely 
aligned with their actual content.  

E 11. (ASIIN 1.3) It is recommended to further integrate urban design competencies as well 
as planning regulations into the curriculum. 

E 12. (ASIIN 1.4) It is recommended to open the admission process to applicants of all ages, 
regardless of the date of their high school diploma. 

For the Master’s degree programme 

E 13. (ASIIN 1.3) It is recommended to further integrate resilience, disaster risk manage-
ment, and climate change into the compulsory part of the curriculum. 

E 14. (ASIIN 1.3) It is recommended that the opportunities for outgoing mobility for stu-
dents not enrolled in the double degree tracks be improved and simplified. 
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Appendix: Programme Learning Outcomes and Cur-
ricula 

According to the website, the following Programme Educational Objectives (PEOs) and 
Programme Learning Outcomes (intended qualifications profile) shall be achieved by the 
Bachelor’s degree programme Urban and Regional Planning:  

PEO: “The curriculum aims to produce graduates of the Bachelor of Urban and Regional 
Planning program as reliable, professional, and integrity-driven spatial planners, with re-
search and innovation capabilities, as well as sensitivity to various current and future is-
sues” 

1. “PLO 1: Adhere to moral values as mandated by Pancasila (national identity and 
philosophy) and religious beliefs 

2. PLO 2: Able to work individually and in a multidisciplinary team adhering to aca-
demic integrity 

3. PLO 3: Able to have logical, critical, creative, and systematic thinking and contextu-
alize it 

4. PLO 4: Able to develop insights and perform well in a professional environment 

5. PLO 5: Able to elaborate and communicate ideas in a professional network at local, 
national, and global levels 

6. PLO 6: Have a proficient understanding and able to apply urban and regional plan-
ning theories and concepts, including able to contextualize them into empirical 
practices 

7. PLO 7: Mastering the norms, standards, procedures, criteria, techniques, and meth-
ods for urban and regional planning 

8. PLO 8: Able to formulate planning issues and the appropriate concepts to address 
them, both spatial and non-spatial, in an urban and regional planning context 

9. PLO 9: Able to apply innovative formal and informal planning procedures in formu-
lating alternatives and decision making processes 

10. PLO 10: Able to recommend solution through spatial planning interventions in a 
communicative, comprehensive, and sustainable manners“ 

https://pwk.archiplan.ugm.ac.id/academic/curriculum/
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The following curriculum is presented: 
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According to the website, the following Programme Educational Objectives (PEOs) and 
Programme Learning Outcomes (intended qualifications profile) shall be achieved by the 
Master’s degree programme Urban and Regional Planning:  

PEO: “Graduates of the Master of Urban and Regional Planning UGM are able to serve as 
a professional planner, researcher, and urban and regional manager and facilitator at 
the mid-career level who are reliable, communicative, agile, critical, creative, and innova-
tive in the field of spatial planning and development.” 

„Attitude/Sikap (S) 

PLO 1 
Able to uphold to human values based on Pancasila (Indonesian state phi-
losophy) and belief in one almighty God. 

PLO 2 

Able to demonstrate the ability to work independently or collaboratively 
with professionals from diverse fields in a manner that upholds integrity 
and adheres to academic ethics, professional ethics, community and state 
ethics, as well as relevant regulations and laws. 

PLO 3 

Able to take positions and roles needed to respond regional and urban de-
velopment issues based on a strong sense of nationalism, social awareness 
towards society and the environment, and a genuine commitment to the 
well-being of the state and nation. 

General Skill/Keterampilan Umum (KU) 

PLO 4 
Able to develop ideas, formulate alternatives, and make decisions logically, 
critically, systematically, creatively, and innovatively according to actual 
conditions based on considerations from various perspectives. 

PLO 5 
Able to communicate, negotiate, and collaborate effectively and efficiently 
with various stakeholders to convey ideas professionally and develop net-
works locally, nationally, and globally. 

PLO 6 

Able to conduct contextual research and communicate the results for 
knowledge development and problem solving in the field of urban and re-
gional planning, in accordance with scientific principles and academic eth-
ics. 

 

 

 

https://mpwk.ugm.ac.id/en/master-program/
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Knowledge/Pengetahuan (P) 

PLO 7 
Mastering the paradigms, theories, concepts, methods, and supporting ap-
plications based on information technology in the field of urban and re-
gional spatial planning and development. 

PLO 8 
Mastering norms, standards, processes, and procedures in the cycle of ur-
ban and regional spatial planning and development. 

Specific Skill/Keterampilan Khusus (KK) 

PLO 9 

Able to formulate policy and planning for sustainable urban and regional 
development, as well as strategies for the implementation based on ra-
tional and comprehensive analysis of prevailing conditions, potentials, and 
challenges. 

PLO 10 
Able to manage and coordinate formal and informal processes in making 
decision on urban and regional planning and development effective and 
systematically. 

PLO 11 
Able to develop critical studies and innovative recommendations on plan-
ning systems, process, and methods based on accountable scientific argu-
ments. 

PLO 12 

Able to select and utilize supporting information technology systems within 
the planning field appropriately to process and communicate data that sup-
ports the practice of preparing, implementing, evaluating, and controlling 
plans.” 
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The following curriculum is presented: 
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