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Abstract
Education is a strategic instrument in national development,
playing a vital role in improving human resource quality,
strengthening national identity, and promoting economic
growth. In the Indonesian context, educational policies have
undergone significant transformations influenced by political
regime changes from the Old Order, New Order, and Reform
Era. This study aims to analyze the transformation of
educational policies in Indonesia across these three periods. The
study employed a qualitative method using a content analysis
approach to examine various regulations, policy documents, and
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during the Reform Era emphasized decentralization,
democratization, and increased public participation in
educational governance. The study further demonstrates that
political transitions have significantly influenced the direction
and characteristics of national educational policies. Despite
various policy reforms, their implementation continues to face
challenges, including regulatory inconsistencies, weak policy
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practice. Therefore, more consistent, evidence-based educational
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enhance educational quality sustainably and respond adaptively
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INTRODUCTION

Education is a strategic instrument in national development as it plays a crucial
role in enhancing human resource quality, strengthening social cohesion, and
promoting economic growth (Sharma et al., 2021). From the perspective of Human
Capital Theory, education is regarded as an investment that increases individual
productivity and contributes to a country's economic development. Therefore, the
quality of education is often considered a key indicator of a nation's progress and
competitiveness (Abdillah et al., 2023; Cochran-Smith et al., 2020; Engkizar et al.,
2020).
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In the era of globalization, educational systems worldwide face increasingly complex
challenges arising from technological advancements, social transformation, and changing
labor market demands. International organizations such as UNESCO and OECD emphasize
the importance of educational systems that foster twenty-first-century skills, including critical
thinking, creativity, communication, and collaboration. Furthermore, the Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs), particularly Goal 4 (Quality Education), highlight the
importance of ensuring inclusive, equitable, and quality education as a foundation for
sustainable development (F. A. Rahman et al., 2025; Tadol et al., 2025).

Despite various reforms, the Indonesian education system continues to face several
challenges, including unequal access to education across regions, disparities in educational
quality, and inadequate learning outcomes at various educational levels (KKassymova et al.,
2025; Mutiaramses et al, 2025). Numerous evaluations have indicated that the
implementation of educational policies is often hindered by limited resources, frequent
regulatory changes, and inconsistencies between policy objectives and educational practices.
These conditions suggest that educational success depends not only on policy formulation
but also on the consistency and effectiveness of policy implementation (Prasetyo, 2022;
Ramdayana et al., 2023).

Historically, the development of education in Indonesia has been closely linked to the
country's political dynamics. Since independence, educational policies have undergone
significant transformations influenced by ideological orientations, national development
strategies, and governance reforms (Lubis & Nasution, 2021). During the Old Otder era,
educational policies were primarily directed toward nation-building and ideological
consolidation. In the New Otrder era, educational policies focused on national development
through a centralized educational system. In contrast, the Reform Era was characterized by
educational decentralization, greater public participation, and efforts to democratize
educational governance (Zulkarnain, 2017).

Several studies have examined the development of educational policies in Indonesia
during specific periods, including educational policies in the Old Otrder era, educational
centralization during the New Order, and educational reforms in the Reform Era. However,
most of these studies remain fragmented and focus on a single political period.
Comprehensive studies that analyze the transformation of educational policies across
different political regimes to identify patterns of change, continuity, and their implications
for the national education system remain relatively limited.

Addressing this gap, this study aims to analyze the transformation of educational
policies in Indonesia during the Old Order, New Otder, and Reform Era. The study employs
a qualitative method using a content analysis approach to examine relevant regulations,
policy documents, and academic literature. The contribution of this study lies in providing a
comparative analysis of how political regime changes have influenced the direction,
characteristics, and implementation of national educational policies (Aisyah & Nurhayati,
2021; Miftah, 2018). Therefore, this study is expected to offer a more comprehensive
understanding of the development of educational policies in Indonesia and provide insights
for formulating more adaptive and sustainable educational policies in the future (Adrivat et
al.,, 2024; Wu & Shen, 2010).

Educational policy serves as a fundamental framework that shapes the objectives,
structure, and implementation of educational systems. Changes in educational policy are
often influenced by broader political, social, and economic transformations occurring within
a country. Consequently, understanding the historical development of educational policies is
essential for examining how policy priorities have evolved over time and how these changes
have affected the direction of educational development. Such an understanding may also
provide valuable insights into the opportunities and challenges associated with educational
reform in contemporary contexts.

METHODS

This study employed a qualitative method using a content analysis approach to
examine the transformation of educational policies in Indonesia during the Old
Order, New Otrder, and Reform Era. The content analysis approach was selected to
systematically identify, categorize, and interpret policy orientations, educational
objectives, and governance patterns reflected in educational regulations and policy
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documents across different political periods (Busral et al., 2025; Engkizar et al., 20206;
Kyngis, 2020).

The data sources consisted entirely of documentary materials, including
educational regulations, government policy documents, legislation, official reports,
academic books, and relevant scholarly articles discussing educational policy in
Indonesia. These documents were selected based on their relevance to the research
objectives and their contribution to understanding policy changes across different
political regimes. The unit of analysis in this study was national educational policy
during the Old Order, New Order, and Reform Era. Particular attention was given to
policy  orientations, educational objectives, governance  structures, and
implementation strategies that characterized each period (Pohontsch, 2019;
Vaismoradi & Snelgrove, 2019).

Data were collected through a comprehensive literature review and document
analysis. Relevant documents were identified, reviewed, and organized according to
the historical period and policy themes under investigation. The collected data were
then analyzed using content analysis procedures involving data reduction, coding,
categorization, interpretation, and thematic synthesis to identify patterns of
continuity and change in educational policy (Fatmawati, 2025; Kara, 2023). To
enhance the trustworthiness of the findings, source triangulation was employed by
comparing information derived from multiple sources, including regulations, policy
documents, academic literature, and historical records. This process helped ensure
the credibility and consistency of the interpretations generated from the data analysis
(Assarroudi et al., 2018; Gerring, 2017).

RESULT AND DISCUSSION
Educational Policy during the Old Order Era

The results of the content analysis of various educational regulations and policy
documents indicate that during the Old Order Era (1945-1966), education was positioned as
a strategic instrument for ideological struggle and national identity formation. In the post-
independence context, education functioned not only as a means of knowledge transmission
but also as a political tool for instilling the values of nationalism, patriotism, and state
ideology (Ramadhan, 2020; Zulkarnain, 2017). This orientation was reflected in Law No. 4 of
1950, which emphasized that the purpose of education was to develop morally upright
individuals, democratic citizens, and responsible members of the nation and state.
Consequently, education became an essential means of fostering unity within Indonesia’s
diverse society.

An analysis of curriculum development reveals a strong integration between
pedagogical and ideological dimensions. The 1947, 1952, and 1964 curricula not only
contained academic content but were also heavily infused with state ideology, particularly
through the concept of Manipo/ USDEK. Education was directed toward shaping
revolutionary citizens with political awareness and loyalty to the state, positioning schools as
agents of political socialization as well as instruments for legitimizing political authority (Fikri
et al., 2023; Rismana & Hernawati, 2025).

These findings are consistent with H.A.R. Tilaar’s view that education during the Old
Otrder Era was largely indoctrinative, where students were encouraged to accept ideological
values with limited opportunities for critical thinking. The learning process emphasized
conformity rather than the development of critical reasoning, resulting in underdeveloped
academic freedom and scientific culture. From an educational policy perspective, this
condition demonstrates that education was strongly influenced by political and ideological
interests, as Stephen J. Ball argues that educational policy is never politically neutral (A.
Rahman & Wahyuni, 2023).

In terms of educational governance, the education system during this period was not
managed optimally. Educational management functions such as planning, organizing,
implementation, and evaluation were not carried out systematically due to limited human
resources, Inadequate infrastructure, and challenging post-independence economic
conditions. Furthermore, educational decision-making was not based on comprehensive data
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and needs assessments, often leading to ineffective policy implementation. These findings
reinforce Michael Fullan’s argument that the success of educational policy depends largely on
implementation quality and organizational capacity (Sain et al., 2024; Scheerens, 2015).

Nevertheless, educational policies during the Old Order Era made an important
contribution to establishing the foundation of Indonesia’s national education system. Efforts
to expand educational access through Sekolah Rakyat (People’s Schools) and the promotion
of national values laid the groundwork for subsequent educational development (Astini,
2022; Bujuri et al., 2023). Overall, educational policy during this era was characterized by a
strong ideological orientation, with notable strengths in national identity formation, although
it continued to face limitations in governance and academic quality.

Educational Policy during the New Order Era

The results of the content analysis indicate that during the New Order Era,
educational policy underwent a significant transformation by positioning education as a
primary instrument of national development. Policy orientation shifted from an ideological
approach toward a developmentalist approach, in which education was viewed as a strategic
investment for producing productive human resources and supporting economic growth.
Within this framework, education became an integral component of the national
development agenda (Irtham et al., 2021; Syafitra & Hardi, 2021).

The government implemented various strategic programs, including the construction
of elementary schools through the SD Inpres program and the introduction of compulsory
basic education. These initiatives successfully expanded educational access to remote areas
and increased school participation rates. The findings indicate that educational policies
during the New Order Era achieved broader educational equity compared to the previous
period (Hidayat & Syafaruddin, 2020; Prasetyo, 2022; Rahman & Wahyuni, 2023).

However, success in quantitative expansion was not fully accompanied by
improvements in educational quality. The analysis of educational policies reveals that the
education system during this era was highly centralized. Neatly all aspects of educational
management, including curriculum development, financing, and evaluation, were determined
by the central government. This condition limited opportunities for innovation at the school
level and positioned teachers primarily as policy implementers rather than contextual learning
developers. These findings are consistent with Christopher Bjork’s view that excessive
centralization can hinder creativity and innovation in education.

From a managerial perspective, the education system during the New Otrder Era
possessed advantages in terms of efficiency, control, and consistency of program
implementation because all planning processes were centrally coordinated with clearly
defined targets. However, the top-down approach also resulted in limited stakeholder
participation at the local level and reduced responsiveness to local needs. Furthermore, an
evaluation system focused primarily on quantitative academic achievement encouraged rote
learning practices, thereby limiting the development of students’ critical and creative thinking
skills (E. Engkizar et al., 2024; Purwanto et al., 2023; Syafruddin et al., 2023).

Overall, educational policy during the New Order Era achieved considerable success
in expanding educational access and supporting the national development agenda. The
centralized system enabled the government to implement educational programs in a
coordinated and measurable manner. Nevertheless, the dominance of a centralized approach
also created several limitations, particularly in fostering creativity, local participation, and
flexibility within the education system (Jamaludin, 2025). Therefore, educational policy
during this era reflected a strong developmental orientation with significant quantitative
achievements, while continuing to face challenges in improving educational quality.
Educational Policy during the Reform Era

The results of the content analysis indicate that the Reform Era represented a
significant phase in the development of educational policy in Indonesia, marked by a
paradigm shift from centralization toward decentralization and the democratization of
education. These changes emerged as a response to broader reform demands advocating
transparency, public participation, and greater regional autonomy across various sectors,
including education.

One of the major milestones of educational reform was the enactment of Law No. 20
of 2003 on the National Education System. This legislation established that education is a
shared responsibility of the central government, local governments, and society (Miftah,
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2018; Rismana & Hernawati, 2025; Supriyanto & Hidayat, 2020). Furthermore, the law
provided greater autonomy for local governments and educational institutions to manage
education according to local characteristics and needs.

Within the framework of decentralization, educational management underwent
substantial changes through the implementation of school-based management. Schools were
granted greater authority over resource management, curriculum development, and strategic
decision-making. This policy was expected to enhance the effectiveness of educational
administration while encouraging innovation at the institutional level (Marzuki et al., 2021;
Ramdayana et al., 2023).

Policy transformation was also reflected in the continuous evolution of the
curriculum. Beginning with the Competency-Based Curriculum (KBK), followed by the
School-Based Curriculum (KTSP), the 2013 Curriculum, and most recently the Merdeka
Curriculum, the government sought to align the education system with global demands and
twenty-first-century competencies (Putra et al., 2024; Saffina et al., 2020). The curriculum
shifted from a sole focus on content mastery toward the development of competencies,
character, and critical and creative thinking skills.

These findings align with Pasi Sahlberg’s perspective that successful educational
reform should be based on teacher professionalism, trust in schools, and minimal
bureaucratic intervention. In the Indonesian context, the success of educational
decentralization largely depends on the capacity of teachers and school management to
independently and innovatively manage the learning process (Engkizar et al., 2025; Syahrial
et al., 2019).

Nevertheless, the implementation of decentralized educational policies continues to
face numerous challenges. One of the major issues is the disparity in educational quality
across regions. Areas with sufficient resources tend to develop education more effectively,
while disadvantaged regions continue to struggle with limitations in infrastructure, teaching
personnel, and access to technology.

At the implementation level, decentralization also requires strong managerial capacity
at both regional and school levels. In reality, not all regions possess the human resources
necessaty to manage education autonomously. Limited competencies in planning,
implementation, and evaluation remain significant barriers to the effectiveness of
decentralization policies. In addition, coordination between the central and local
governments continues to present challenges in educational policy implementation. Policies
formulated at the national level cannot always be effectively implemented at the local level
due to differences in regional conditions and institutional readiness. This situation reflects
the persistent gap between policy formulation and practice, which remains a longstanding
issue in Indonesia’s educational governance (Caena & Redecker, 2019; Fuadi, 2024; Muttaqin
etal., 2015).

The relatively rapid pace of curriculum change has also created challenges for teachers
and schools. Frequent curriculum revisions without adequate support and guidance may
create difficulties in implementation and reduce the effectiveness of teaching and learning
processes. Therefore, policy stability and implementation consistency remain essential
components of educational reform (Kumar, 2019; Moslimany et al., 2024). Overall,
educational policy during the Reform FEra brought progressive changes through
decentralization, democratization, and increased educational autonomy. However, the
success of these policies depends heavily on the readiness of human resources, managerial
capacity, and effective collaboration between central and local governments. Consequently,
strengthening data-driven educational governance, enhancing teacher professionalism, and
promoting more adaptive and sustainable policies remain essential priorities.

The Transformation of Educational Policy in Indonesia from the Old Order to the
Reform Era

The findings indicate that the transformation of educational policy in Indonesia
occurred through three major phases. During the Old Order Era, education functioned as an
instrument for national identity formation and ideological consolidation. In the New Otrder
Era, policy orientation shifted toward national development through a centralized and
standardized education system. Subsequently, the Reform FEra was characterized by
decentralization, democratization, and increased educational autonomy (Sutarso, 2011; Yani,
2023). These developments demonstrate a paradigm shift from an ideological orientation to a
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developmental orientation, which later evolved into a more participatory and adaptive model
of educational governance.

Despite these shifts in policy orientation, several issues remained relatively consistent
across all periods, including gaps between policy formulation and implementation, limitations
in human resource capacity, and challenges in ensuring equitable educational quality. These
findings suggest that regulatory changes have not always been accompanied by adequate
institutional capacity building (Moyo et al., 2014).

Therefore, the success of educational policy transformation depends not only on
changes in policy direction but also on the effectiveness of implementation, organizational
capacity, and the sustainability of educational reforms (Adrivat et al., 2024; Prasetyo, 2022;
Sumiati et al., 2024). Consequently, future educational policy development should be
grounded in evidence-based approaches, remain responsive to social change, and ensure
both equitable access and continuous improvement in educational quality.

CONCLUSION

The transformation of educational policy in Indonesia demonstrates a dynamic
shift in policy paradigms, moving from an ideological orientation during the Old
Order Era, to a development-oriented and centralized system during the New Order
Era, and subsequently to a decentralized and democratic approach during the
Reform Era. The findings indicate that each period possessed distinct characteristics,
achievements, and challenges in the development of the national education system.
These transformations reflect the close relationship between educational policy and
the political context in which it was formulated and implemented.

The study further reveals that, despite numerous policy reforms, several
persistent challenges remain, particularly in policy implementation, institutional
capacity, stakeholder coordination, and the gap between policy formulation and
educational practice. From an educational management perspective, these findings
highlight the importance of stronger integration among policy planning,
implementation, monitoring, and evaluation to ensure the effectiveness of
educational governance and service delivery.

Therefore, future educational policy development should be directed toward a
more evidence-based and long-term approach, supported by strengthened managerial
capacity at various levels of educational governance. In addition, enhancing teacher
professionalism and ensuring consistency in policy implementation are essential for
building a more adaptive, high-quality, and sustainable education system. Through
these efforts, educational policy transformation can move beyond normative change
and contribute to meaningful and lasting improvements in educational quality.

REFERENCES

Abdillah, F., Azmi, K., Hafizah, C. V., Anisha, D., Bintang, N. D., & Mulyani, S.
(2023). Strategi Pelaksanaan Evaluasi Program Pendidikan Terhadap Kualitas
Belajar Siswa di Sekolah. Jurnal Bintang Pendidikan Indonesia (JUBPI), 1(2), 13-23.
https://doi.org/10.55606/jubpi.v1i2.1190

Adrivat, Z., Baihaqi, W., Tjasmini, M., Rohendi, A., & Musthafa, I. (2024). Konsep
Pemikiran Pendidikan Konseptualisasi Pemikiran Pendidikan Islam Klasik-
Modern. Tihamah: Jurnal Studi Islam, 2(01), 1-16.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.61444 /tihamah.v3i01.23

Aisyah, S., & Nurhayati, E. (2021). Reformasi kebijakan pendidikan di Indonesia
dalam perspektif manajemen pendidikan. Jurnal Manajemen Pendidikan, 9(2), 134—
145. https://doi.org/10.33751 /jmp.v9i2.4231

Assarroudi, A., Heshmati Nabavi, F., Armat, M. R., Ebadi, A., & Vaismoradi, M.
(2018). Directed qualitative content analysis: the description and elaboration of

its underpinning methods and data analysis process. Journal of Research in Nursing,
23(1), 42-55. https://doi.org/10.1177/1744987117741667

Ahlussunnah: Journal of Islamic Education 322
Vol. 5, No. 1, pp. 317-326, 2026


https://doi.org/10.55606/jubpi.v1i2.1190
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.61444/tihamah.v3i01.23
https://doi.org/10.33751/jmp.v9i2.4231
https://doi.org/10.1177/1744987117741667

Educational Policy Transformation in Indonesia: From the Old Order to the Reform Era

Astini, N. K. S. (2022). Tantangan Implementasi Merdeka Belajar Pada Era New
Normal Covid-19 Dan Era Society 5.0. Lampubyang, 13(1), 164—180.
https://doi.org/10.47730/jurnallampuhyang.v13i1.298

Bujuri, D. A., Sari, M., Handayani, T., & Saputra, A. D. (2023). Penggunaan media
sosial dalam pembelajaran: analisis dampak penggunaan media Tiktok terhadap
motivasi belajar siswa di Sekolah Dasar. [urnal llmiah Pendidikan Dasar, 10(2),
112. https://doi.org/10.30659/pendas.10.2.112-127

Busral, B., Rambe, K. F., Gunawan, R., Jaafar, A., Habibi, U. A., & Engkizar, E.
(2025). Lived da’wah: Temporal structuring of religious practice in Tabligh
jamaat’s  daily congregation.  Jurnal llmn  Dakwah, 45(2), 377-398.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.21580/jid.v45.2.28479

Caena, F., & Redecker, C. (2019). Aligning teacher competence frameworks to 21st
century challenges: The case for the European Digital Competence Framework
for Educators (Digcompedu). European Journal of Education, 54(3), 356—369.
https://doi.org/10.1111/ejed. 12345

Cochran-Smith, M., Grudnoff, L., Orland-Barak, L., & Smith, K. (2020). Educating
Teacher Educators: International Perspectives. New Educator, 16(1), 5-24.
https://doi.org/10.1080/1547688X.2019.1670309

Engkizar, E., Jaafar, A., Sarianto, D., Ayad, N., Rahman, A., Febriani, A., Oktavia,
G., Guspita, R., & Rahman, I. (2024). Analysis of Quran Education Problems in
Majority Muslim Countties. International Journal of Islamic Studies Higher Education,
3(1), 65-80. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.24036/insight.v3i1.209

Engkizar, E, Jaafar, A., Masuwd, M. A., Rahman, I., Datres, D., Taufan, M., Akmal,
F., Dastizal, D., Oktavia, G., Yusrial, Y., & Febriani, A. (2025). Challenges and
Steps in Living Quran and Hadith Research: An Introduction. International
Journal of Multidisciplinary Research of Higher Education (IIMURHICA, 8(3), 426—
435. https://doi.org/10.24036/ijmurhica.v8i3.396

Engkizar, Engkizar, Jaafar, A., Hamzah, M. L., Syafril, S., Febriani, A., Oktavia, G., &
Satrial, A. (2026). Quran Teachers’ Skills as Pedagogical Foundations:
Conceptual and Practical Insights into Nine Competencies. Muaddib: Journal of
Islamic Teaching and Learning, 2(1), 22-38.

Engkizar, Engkizar, Jaafar, A., Hamzah, M. 1., Syafril, S., Oktavia, G., Febriani, A., &
Albizar, A. (2026). Tartil Method as an Effective Strategy for Transforming
Students’ Positive Attitudes in Learning the Qur’an. Journal of Quranic Teaching
and Learning, 2(1), 50—63.

Fatmawati, E. (2025). Reconceptualizing Assessment in Islamic Education: A Critical
Review of Madrasah Evaluation Practices in the 21st Century. Journal of Quality
Assurance n Islamic Education (JOAIE), 5(2), 109-119.
https://doi.org/10.47945/jqaie.v5i2.2376

Fikri, S. H., Panji, W. R. W. R., & Fitriyah, E. L. (2023). Urgensi pelaksanaan
pendidikan karakter yang terintegrasi: analisis kebijakan penguatan pendidikan
karakter. Indonesian Journal of Educational Management and L eadership, 1(1), 45-56.
https://doi.org/10.51214 /ijemal.v1i1.485

Fuadi, A. I. (2024). Reconfiguring Religious Authority and Ethical Governance in
Islamic Political Thought: A Comparative Literature Review. Sinergi International
Journal of Islamic Studies, 2(3), 136—148. https://doi.org/10.61194/ijis.v2i3.605

Gerring, J. (2017). Qualitative Methods. Annual Review of Political Science, 20(1), 15-30.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-polisci-092415-024158

Hidayat, R., & Syafaruddin, S. (2020). Educational decentralization policy in
Indonesia: Problems and challenges. Cakrawala Pendidikan, 39(2), 249-261.
https://doi.org/10.21831/cp.v39i2.31231

Irham, M. A, Ruslan, 1., & Syahputra, M. C. (2021). the Idea of Religious Moderation
in Indonesian New Order and the Reform Era. I/mu Ushuluddin, 8(1), 1-22.

Ahlussunnah: Journal of Islamic Education 323
Vol. 5, No. 1, pp. 317-326, 2026


https://doi.org/10.47730/jurnallampuhyang.v13i1.298
https://doi.org/10.30659/pendas.10.2.112-127
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.21580/jid.v45.2.28479
https://doi.org/10.1111/ejed.12345
https://doi.org/10.1080/1547688X.2019.1670309
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.24036/insight.v3i1.209
https://doi.org/10.24036/ijmurhica.v8i3.396
https://doi.org/10.47945/jqaie.v5i2.2376
https://doi.org/10.51214/ijemal.v1i1.485
https://doi.org/10.61194/ijis.v2i3.605
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-polisci-092415-024158
https://doi.org/10.21831/cp.v39i2.31231

Sugiarto, S., Rokhman, F., Handoyo, E.

Jamaludin, M. S. (2025). Isu-isu Pendidikan di Indonesia Abad ke-21 Paradigma
Desain Pembelajaran Mendalam (Deep Learning). Indo-MathEdu Intellectuals
Journal, 6(7), 10636-10649. https://doi.org/10.54373 /imeij.v6i7.4313

Kara, H. (2023). Qualitative data analysis. In Research and Evaluation for Busy Students
and  Practitioners  (An  expande, pp.  187-202).  Policy = Press.
https://doi.org/10.51952/9781447366263.ch012

Kassymova, G. K., Talgatov, Y. K., Arpentieva, M. R., Abishev, A. R., & Menshikov,
P. V. (2025). Artificial Intelligence in the Development of the Theory and
Practices of Self-Directed Learning. Multidisciplinary Journal of Thounght and
Research, 1(3), 66-79.
https://mujotet.intischolar.id/index.php/mujoter/article /view /19

Kumar, A. (2019). Curriculum as a Process of Conditioning in Asia: Ideology,
Politics, and  Religion. Curriculum — Studies  Worldwide, 113-149.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-01983-9_5

Kyngis, H. (2020). Qualitative Research and Content Analysis. In The Application of
Content Analysis in Nursing Science Research (pp. 3—11). Springer International
Publishing. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-30199-6_1

Lubis, H. S. D., & Nasution, M. I. S. (2021). Meninjau Ulang Narasi Besar dalam
Buku Sejarah tentang Mohammad Natsir pada Masa Percobaan Demokrasi
Indonesia, 1950-1957. MUKADIMAH: Jurnal Pendidikan, Se¢jarah, Dan Ipmu-Llmn
Sosial, 5(2), 201-207. https://doi.org/10.30743 /mkd.v5i2.4027

Marzuki, Wahyudin, Cahya, E., & Juandi, D. (2021). Students’ critical thinking skills
in solving mathematical problems; a systematic procedure of grounded theory
study. International — Journal of  Instruction, 14(4), 529-548.
https://doi.org/10.29333/1ji.2021.14431a

Miftah, M. (2018). Menakar Kebijakan Full Day School (Studi Analisis
Permendikbud  No 23 Tahun  2017).  Jurnal  Perspekrf, 2(1), 1.
https://doi.org/10.15575/jp.v2il.14

Moslimany, R., Otaibi, A., & Shaikh, F. (2024). Designing a holistic curriculum:
Challenges and opportunities in islamic education. Journal on Islamic Studies, 1(1),
52-73. https://doi.org/10.35335/beztg009

Moyo, G., Khewu, N. P. D., & Bayaga, A. (2014). Disciplinary practices in schools
and principles of alternatives to corporal punishment strategies. South African
Journal of Education, 34(1), 1-14. https:/ /doi.org/10.15700/201412120952

Mutiaramses, M., Alkhaira, S., Zuryanty, Z., & Kharisna, F. (2025). Seven
Motivations for Students Choosing to Major in Elementary School Teacher
Education in Higher Education. Multidisciplinary Jonrnal of Thought and Research,
1(2), 23-37. https:/ /mujotet.intischolar.id/index.php/mujoter/article /view /14

Muttaqgin, T., Van Duijn, M., Heyse, L., & Wittek, R. (2015). The impact of
decentralization on educational attainment in Indonesia. In Decentralization and
Governance in Indonesia (pp. 79-103). https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-22434-
3.4

Pohontsch, N. J. (2019). Die Qualitative Inhaltsanalyse. Die Rebabilitation, 58(006),
413-418. https://doi.org/10.1055/a-0801-5465

Prasetyo, M. A. M. (2022). Educational policy transformation in Indonesia: A critical
review of curriculum reforms. [Jurmal Pendidikan Indonesia, 11(3), 421-433.
https://doi.org/10.23887 /jpi-undiksha.v11i3.45872

Purwanto, M. B., Hartono, R., & Wahyuni, S. (2023). Essential Skills Challenges for
the 21st Century Graduates: Creating A Generation of High-Level Competence
in The Industrial Revolution 4.0 Era. Asian Journal of Applied Education (AJAE),
2(3), 279-292. https:/ /doi.org/10.55927 / ajae.v2i3.3972

Putra, 1., Bentri, A., Gistituati, N., Ferdian, R., & Nofindra, R. (2024). Perceptions of
Teachers and Students About Changes in the KTSP 2006 Curriculum to the

Ahlussunnah: Journal of Islamic Education 324
Vol. 5, No. 1, pp. 317-326, 2026


https://doi.org/10.54373/imeij.v6i7.4313
https://doi.org/10.51952/9781447366263.ch012
https://mujoter.intischolar.id/index.php/mujoter/article/view/19
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-01983-9_5
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-30199-6_1
https://doi.org/10.30743/mkd.v5i2.4027
https://doi.org/10.29333/iji.2021.14431a
https://doi.org/10.15575/jp.v2i1.14
https://doi.org/10.35335/beztg009
https://doi.org/10.15700/201412120952
https://mujoter.intischolar.id/index.php/mujoter/article/view/14
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-22434-3_4
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-22434-3_4
https://doi.org/10.1055/a-0801-5465
https://doi.org/10.23887/jpi-undiksha.v11i3.45872
https://doi.org/10.55927/ajae.v2i3.3972

Educational Policy Transformation in Indonesia: From the Old Order to the Reform Era

2013 Curriculum on Cultural Arts Subjects. Proceedings of the 4th International
Conference on Innovation n Eduncation, 52-60.
https://doi.org/10.5220/0012196500003738

Rahman, A., & Wahyuni, S. (2023). Dynamics of educational policy during the
reform era in Indonesia. Journal of Social Studies Education Research, 14(1), 85-101.
https://doi.org/10.17499 /isser.2023.1125

Rahman, F. A, Ulwi, K., & Aminudin, W. S. A. B. W. (2025). The Role of Islamic
Education in Realizing in Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs 3). Muaddib:
Journal of  Islamic Teaching and Learning, 1(2), 12-23.
https://doi.org/https:/ /muaddib.intischolar.id/index.php/muaddib/article /vie
w/7

Ramadhan, S. (2020). Islamic Law, Politics and Legislation: Development of Islamic
Law Reform in Political Legislation of Indonesia. ADHKI: Journal of Islamic
Family Law, 2(1), 63-76. https://doi.org/10.37876/adhki.v2i1.35

Ramdayana, I. P., Jayanti, M. D., & Ramdani, 1. (2023). Implementasi Pendidikan
Karakter Pada Jenjang Sekolah Menengah Pertama. Research and Development
Journal of Education, 9(2), 1179. https://doi.org/10.30998 /tdje.v9i2.20690

Rismana, N., & Hernawati, S. (2025). Pengembangan Kurikulum di Indonesia Dalam
Menghadapi Tuntutan Abad Ke-21. A/~ tbar : Jurnal Pendidikan Isiam, 12(1), 01—
08. https://doi.org/10.30599/sxrd6x96

Saffina, A. D., Muzaki, F. F., & Simatupang, M. Z. (2020). Perubahan Kurikulum di
Awal Era Reformasi (2004-2006) dan Dampaknya terhadap Pendidikan
Nasional. SINDANG: Jurnal Pendidikan Sejarah Dan Kajian Sejarah, 2(1), 52—62.
https://doi.org/10.31540/sindang.v2i1.621

Sain, Z. H., Aulia Lugman AZIZ, & Moses Adeolu AGOI. (2024). Navigating
Educational Challenges in Indonesia: Policy Recommendations for Future
Success. JOURNAL OF DIGITAL ILEARNING AND DISTANCE
EDUCATION, 3(4), 1038-1046. https://doi.org/10.56778/jdlde.v3i4.339

Scheerens, J. (2015). Educational effectiveness and ineffectiveness: A critical review
of the knowledge base. In Educational Effectiveness and Ineffectiveness: A Critical
Review of the Knowledge Base (pp. 1-389). https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-017-
7459-8

Sharma, H. B., Vanapalli, K. R., Samal, B., Cheela, V. R. S., Dubey, B. K., &
Bhattacharya, J. (2021). Circular economy approach in solid waste management
system to achieve UN-SDGs: Solutions for post-COVID recovery. Science of the
Total Environment, 800. https:/ /doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.149605

Sumiati, E., Sutrisno, Sibawaihi, & Tekke, M. (2024). Transformation of Islamic
Higher Education: Policy Strategy, Challenges, and Opportunities. .A/-Hayat:
Journal of Islamic Eduncation, 84, 1399-1417.
https://doi.org/10.35723 /ajie.v8i4.46

Supriyanto, A., & Hidayat, R. (2020). Transformasi kebijakan pendidikan di era
revolusi industti  4.0.  Jurnal ~ Adpunistrasi  Pendidikan,  27(1), 33-47.
https://doi.org/10.23887 /jpi-undiksha.v10i2.32745

Sutarso, J. (2011). Indonesian politics in 2014: Democracy’s close call. Bulletin of
Indonesian Economic Studzes, 1(1), 1-8.

Syafitra, A., & Hardi, E. (2021). Sumatera Barat pasca PRRI: Mambangkik Batang
Tarandam di Masa Pemerintahan Gubernur Azwar Anas tahun 1977-1988.
Jurnal Kronologi, 3(1), 352-367. https:/ /doi.org/10.24036/jk.v3i1.86

Syafruddin, S., Ismail, L., Kurniyanto, 1. R., Syahid, M., & Supriatna, E. (2023).
Analysis Of The Impact Of Islamic Religious Education On Cognitive
Development Of Junior-Age Children. IJGIE (International Journal of Graduate of
Istamic Education), 4(1), 70-87. https://doi.org/10.37567 /ijgie.v4il.1817

Syahrial, S., Kurniawan, A. R., Alirmansyah, A., & Alazi, A. (2019). Strategi Guru

Ahlussunnah: Journal of Islamic Education 325
Vol. 5, No. 1, pp. 317-326, 2026


https://doi.org/10.5220/0012196500003738
https://doi.org/10.17499/jsser.2023.1125
https://doi.org/https:/muaddib.intischolar.id/index.php/muaddib/article/view/7
https://doi.org/https:/muaddib.intischolar.id/index.php/muaddib/article/view/7
https://doi.org/10.37876/adhki.v2i1.35
https://doi.org/10.30998/rdje.v9i2.20690
https://doi.org/10.30599/sxrd6x96
https://doi.org/10.31540/sindang.v2i1.621
https://doi.org/10.56778/jdlde.v3i4.339
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-017-7459-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-017-7459-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.149605
https://doi.org/10.35723/ajie.v8i4.46
https://doi.org/10.23887/jpi-undiksha.v10i2.32745
https://doi.org/10.24036/jk.v3i1.86
https://doi.org/10.37567/ijgie.v4i1.1817

Sugiarto, S., Rokhman, F., Handoyo, E.

dalam Menumbuhkan Nilai Kebersamaan pada Pendidikan Multikultural di
Sekolah  Dasar.  Jurnal ~ Gentala  Pendidikan — Dasar, 4(2), 232-244.
https://doi.org/10.22437 / gentala.v4i2.8455

Tadol, N.-H. D., Neem, C., Oktavia, G., & Febriani, A. (2025). Analysis of Parental
Involvement in Achieving Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) 4. Muaddib:
Journal of Islamic Teaching and 1 earning, 1(3), 93—108.

Vaismoradi, M., & Snelgrove, S. (2019). Theme in qualitative content analysis and
thematic  analysis.  Forum: — Qualitative  Social ~ Research,  20(2), 1-14.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.17169/£qs-20.3.3376

Wu, Y. C. J., & Shen, J. P. (2016). Higher education for sustainable development: a
systematic review. International Journal of Sustainability in Higher Education, 17(5),
633—651. https://doi.org/10.1108/IJSHE-01-2015-0004

Yani, A. (2023). Peran Pendidikan Non Formal Dalam Implementasi Program
Merdeka Belajar Ada Warga Belajar Sanggar Kegiatan Belajar (SKB) Kabupaten
Lombok Timur. REFORM : Jurnal Pendidikan, Sosial, Dan Budaya, 6(01), 24-29.
https://doi.org/10.70004/reform.v6i01.119

Zulkarnain, Z. (2017). Filosofis Kurikulum Mata Pelajaran Sejarah Masa Orde Lama.
Historia: ~ Jurnal ~— Pendidik Dan Peneliti Sejarah, (1), 57.
https://doi.org/10.17509 /historia.v1i1.7011

Copyright holder:
© Sugiarto, S., Rokhman, F., Handoyo, E.

First publication right:
Ahlussunnah: Journal of Islamic Education

This article is licensed under:

CC-BY-SA

Ahlussunnah: Journal of Islamic Education 3 2 6
Vol. 5, No. 1, pp. 317-326, 2026


https://doi.org/10.22437/gentala.v4i2.8455
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.17169/fqs-20.3.3376
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJSHE-01-2015-0004
https://doi.org/10.70004/reform.v6i01.119
https://doi.org/10.17509/historia.v1i1.7011

