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Module objectives/intended
learning outcomes

General knowledge:
1.

Able to understand the theoretical concepts of
urban and regional planning in the aspects of
urban studies, regional studies, coastal studies,
spatial science, planning science, data science,
built environment design, infrastructure and
transportation systems, environmental
management, social systems, economics,
management studies, and research /project
Able to understand spatial and non-spatial
planning methods in decision making in the field
of urban and regional planning

Able to develop planning concepts and direction
plans through the study of strategic issues in the
context of cities, regions, coastal areas with an
understanding of planning issues through
observing and utilizing physical/spatial, social,
economic and environmental data

Able to compile spatial plans and evaluations that
are creative, innovative, sustainable and
accommodate public interests whose results are
assessed against planning principles and theories
and communicate them visually, verbally and in
writing that can be accounted for academically

Specific knowledge:
1.

Students are able to understand the nature of
science, the influence of political/non-political
ideology, various models and traditions of
planning

Students are able to analyze various product
planning models due to the impact of a paradigm
shift

Students are able to analyze the challenges and
opportunities of planning

Students are able to evaluate the spatial planning
system in Indonesia

Students are able to understand the ethics of the
planning profession

Content
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Urban and planning history

Ideological planning

Planning models

Planning traditions

Shifts and the impact in planning practice
Planning approach

Planning challenges and opportunities
Ethics and the role of planner

Planning practice in Indonesia

10. Case Studies




Study and examination
requirements and forms of
examination

4 assessments:

Evaluation | Method Weight
1 Weekly 40%
Presentation
and Discussion
2 Planning 10%
Paradigm Shifts
Analysis
3 Role-Play & 20%
Simulation
4 Spatial Planning | 30%
Systems
Evaluation in
Indonesia
1. Weekly Presentation and Discussion
2. Planning Paradigm Shifts Analysis - week 6-8
3. Role-Play & Simulation - week 12
4. Spatial Planning Systems Evaluation in Indonesia

- week 14-16

Media employed

Classical teaching tools with Ms.Word, Powerpoint,
LCD, Web Cam.
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