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Abstract: The implementation of national sports development must be in line with the national sports
policies. TARSIL which is an abbreviation for trust, authority, responsibility, supervision, integration
and local wisdom is considered as an ideal formula for policy making-regional autonomy related. The
purpose of this study was to analyze the Indonesian Sports System (policy product) based on TARSIL
values. This is a qualitative study whereby data were collected through observation, documentation, and
interview. The Indonesian Sports System was used as the object of sports policy. Seven people actively
participated in this study. Data analysis consisted of reduction, presentation, and conclusion drawing.
The results showed that the Indonesian Sports System has been implementing TARSIL values. All
components of TARSIL are stated in the Indonesian Sports System. However, not all indicators of those
components were stated. We suggested that TARSIL values may be used as the consideration for the
upcoming sports policies at either national or regional levels.
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TARSIL SEBAGAI SEBUAH NILAI PENDIDIKAN DALAM
SISTEM KEOLAHRAGAAN INDONESIA

Abstrak: Pelaksanaan pembangunan olahraga harus sesuai dengan kebijakan olahraga nasional. Di sisi
lain, TARSIL yang terdiri atas komponen kepercayaan, wewenang, tanggung jawab, pengawasan,
integrasi, dan kearifan lokal dianggap sebagai rumus ideal untuk pengambilan kebijakan yang terkait
otonomi daerah. Oleh karena itu, tujuan dari penelitian ini adalah untuk menganalisis Sistem
Keolahragaan Nasional sebagai produk kebijakan berdasarkan nilai-nilai TARSIL. Penelitian ini
merupakan penelitian kualitatif. Sistem Keolahragaan Nasional digunakan sebagai objek kebijakan
olahraga dan tujuh orang telah berpartisipasi aktif dalam penelitian ini. Pengumpulan data dilakukan
melalui observasi, dokumentasi, dan wawancara. Analisis data terdiri dari reduksi data, penyajian data,
dan penarikan kesimpulan. Hasil penelitian menunjukkan bahwa Sistem Keolahragaan Nasional telah
menerapkan nilai-nilai TARSIL. Seluruh komponen TARSIL tertuang dalam sistem olahraga nasional.
Namun tidak semua indikator dari komponen tersebut dicantumkan. Nilai-nilai TARSIL dapat
digunakan sebagai bahan pertimbangan untuk membuat kebijakan olahraga yang akan datang baik di
tingkat nasional maupun regional.

Kata Kunci: Sistem olahraga, nilai TARSIL, nilai pendidikan

INTRODUCTION development of regional autonomy: (1) regional
autonomy is not assessed as a continuous process,
but as an output of the need for change; (2) the
inability of political resources and local govern-
ment in maximizing regional autonomy; and (3)
the failure of regional autonomy in adapting to a
good governance (Hrebiniak, 2006; Sullivan et
al., 2018). In line with these obstacles, a case
study showed that there are two challenges of re-
gional autonomy (Ngakan et al., 2007). Clarity of
authority between the central government and lo-
cal governments as well as the commitment

Decentralization in the form of regional
autonomy implemented in Indonesia has been ap-
plied since the independence. The issue of dereg-
ulation and simplification in the reconstruction
implementation of regional autonomy is neces-
sary. The regional autonomy aims to implement
the authority running effectively, efficiently, fol-
lowing the expectations of the constitution to im-
prove the quality and equitable public services
(Huda, 2014; Pratama, 2016). There are various
obstacles in the implementation and the

787


https://doi.org/10.21831/cp.v40i3.44510
mailto:hiarifalikhan@mail.unnes.ac.id

788

between the two must be maintained in carrying
out the main tasks and functions (Ngakan et al.,
2007).

Diversity in sports is real and each sport
has their own regulations. Proper regulation is
needed when it comes to bigger events or national
sports development. Indonesian sports’ policy
was constructed in order to sustain and improve
health and fitness, achievement, human quality;
invest moral and behavioral values, fairness, and
discipline; strengthen the unity of the nation, hold
national defense, as well as improve the dignity
and honor of the nation. It aims to develop the
nation's physical abilities, mental and social be-
havior (Hughes etal., 2017; Song & Zhang, 2018;
Wise & Kohe, 2020). There are eight principles
of how to organize sports-related issues: (1) dem-
ocratic, no discriminating and idolizing the val-
ues of religion, culture, and diversity; (2) social
justice and humanity; (3) being fair and uphold-
ing the ethics and aesthetic; (4) cultivation and
openness; (5) development of healthy lifestyle for
society; (6) empowerment of society participa-
tion; (7) safety and security, and 8) wholeness be-
tween body and mental (Logan & Cuff, 2019;
Zivotié & Veselinovi¢, 2016).

Sport is part of the process and achieve-
ment of national development goals. The role of
sport in national development is to develop phys-
ical, spiritual, and social abilities and shape noble
character and personality of the nation. There-
fore, the development of human resources is an
important factor in the development of national
sports. Education is a determining factor in
achieving quality and character of human re-
sources. The correct formula to construct a new
policy is necessarily needed. Regardless of what
the policy is related to, TARSIL is a suitable for-
mula as an alternative to answering problems in
the implementation of regional autonomy. The
TARSIL model focuses on strengthening the cen-
tral and regional governments' vertical relation-
ship through 6 main indicators: Trust, Authority,
Responsibility, Supervision, Integration, and Lo-
cal Wisdom (Amali, 2019). TARSIL values is an
appropriate formula to work out national sports
policies in achieving national development goals.
TARSIL values provides a solution in regulating
the rights and obligations of central and local
governments in carrying out all sports activities.
Since sports have become the primary needs of
human beings, ideally, any policy related to
sports must be considered under the evaluation of
TARSIL. Therefore, this study aimed to analyze

the Indonesian Sports System (policy product)
based on the TARSIL values.

METHODS

This is a qualitative study whereby data
were collected through focus group discussion
using the triangulation method, including obser-
vation, documentation and interview
(Hammarberg et al., 2016) (de Lacey, 2016;).
Due to the Coronavirus Disease (Covid-19)
global pandemic, the interview was conducted
online using a proprietary video teleconferencing
software program (zoom). The data collection
and analysis, data interpretation, and discussion
was conducted from January 5th to May 25th,
2021. Meanwhile, the executive staff (n = 7) from
the Ministry of Youth and Sports Affairs law de-
partment, as the subjects who participated ac-
tively in this study, were chosen using the snow-
ball technique sampling. According to journalism
ethics, at least three resources are required to clar-
ify the truth of any information. Besides that, the
Indonesian Sports System (Undang-Undang Re-
publik Indonesia Nomor 3 Tahun 2005 tentang
Sistem Keolahragaan Nasional also known as
UU SKN) is used as the object of sports policy
(Presiden Republik Indonesia, 2005).

The instrument of the study is based on
TARSIL. TARSIL is the ideal formula to evalu-
ate the National Sports Policy which consists of
six components, namely Trust, Authority, Re-
sponsibility, Supervision, Integration, and Local
Wisdom. Each component has indicators that de-
scribe the component specifically which is ex-
plained below.

The six indicators in trust that we defined
to evaluate the national sports policy are: (1) op-
portunity (providing equal opportunities in mak-
ing sports policy); (2) competence (sport policy-
making requires the competence of the parties in-
volved); (3) reliability (creation, implementation,
and evaluation of sports policies involving vari-
ous sports stakeholders); (4) respectfulness (the
formulation and implementation of sports poli-
cies are carried out jointly between the center and
the regions); (5) accountability (the formulation
and implementation of sports policy are known to
all stakeholders); and (6) identification of priori-
ties (the creation and implementation of sports
policies require the contribution of the central
government and local governments in identifying
priority needs).

The five indicators in authority that we de-
fined to evaluate the national sports policy are:
(1) sociological issues (socialization of sports
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policy is carried out to the whole community); (2)
normative (settlement of sporting abuse and dis-
putes is regulated in sports policy); (3) centrali-
zation and decentralization (sports policy regu-
lates clear authority between the central govern-
ment and local governments); (4) coordination
(central government and local government com-
municate and coordinate in sports policy-mak-
ing); and (5) independence (the involvement of
components in the making and implementation of
sports policies is regulated by each government).

The five indicators in responsibility that
we defined to evaluate the national sports policy
are: (1) contractualization (sports policies contain
the rights and obligations of the central govern-
ment and local governments); (2) opportunity and
aspiration (sports policy to accommodate natio-
nal sports development goals); (3) conditionality
(sports policies direct the implementation of gov-
ernment programs for the realization of national
sports development goals); (4) self-control (there
is harmony in the implementation of sports poli-
cies at the center and in the regions); and (5) dis-
cipline (the central government and local govern-
ments determine the implementation of sports
policies in a measurable and directed manner).

The six indicators in supervision that we
defined to evaluate the national sports policy are:
(1) communication (the central government and
local governments have the same goal in making
and implementing sports policies); (2) legislation
and organizing (sports policies encourage the
progress of national sports development); (3) reg-
ulation and planning (sport policy regulates the
standard of sports administration): (4) inspection
requirements (sports policy regulates the supervi-
sion of sports administration); (5) problem solv-
ing (sports policy regulates government and
stakeholder involvement in sports dispute resolu-
tion); (6) evaluation (sports policy regulates eval-
uation standards for the implementation of sports
standards).

The five indicators in integration that we
defined to evaluate the national sports policy are:
(1) identification (sports policies explain the de-
velopment needs of national sports); (2) interac-
tion (sports policy explains the synergy between
the central government and local governments in
making and implementing sports policies); (3)
cooperation (sports policies regulate the collabo-
ration of the central government and local gov-
ernments in sports development); (4) solidarity
(sports policies regulate the role of the central
government and local governments in sports de-
velopment); (5) positioning, (sports policy
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regulates the main tasks and functions of the cen-
tral government and local governments in sports
development).

The four indicators in local wisdom that
we defined to evaluate the national sports policy
are: (1) orientation (sports policies support the
development of national sports by the capabilities
of each region); (2) perception (sports policy reg-
ulates the determination of the leading sports of
each region); (3) cultural adaptation (sports poli-
cies regulate the implementation of sports by the
capabilities of each region), and (4) harmony
(sports policies regulate the implementation of
each local wisdom).

The qualitative analysis through three con-
current flows of activity data reduction, data dis-
play, and conclusion drawing/verification (Miles
et al., 2014) was used to examine the results of
interview, documentation, and observation.

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION
Findings

TARSIL has six components namely Trust
(the existence of mutual trust between the Central
and Regional Governments), Authority (there is
a commitment from each party in the delegation
of authority), Responsibility (there is a responsi-
bility to implement regulations consistently), Su-
pervision (there is supervision from the Central
Government on the implementation of regional
autonomy policies), Integration (the existence of
integration between systems that apply in the
Central and Regional Governments), and Local
Wisdom (there is a space for innovation and the
application of local wisdom elements that are ac-
commodated in the formulation of regional poli-
cies development). Based on the results of inter-
views and documentation, it was found that the
components of TARSIL are contained in the In-
donesian Sports System (UU SKN). The exist-
ence of TARSIL values is contained in articles
and particles which are clearly written as shown
in Table 1.

Discussion

Trust as a Bridge of Central and Local Govern-
ment in Sport Development

Trust in the Indonesian Sports System is
defined as the making and implementing of
sports policies that require trust between the cen-
tral government and local governments to align
national sports development goals. In educational
context, trust is one of the values that develop
loyalty to their educational institutions (Carvalho
& de Oliveira Mota, 2010). The opportunity is an
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indicator in trust (Puhakka & Stewart, 2015). In
the making and/or compiling of sports policies, it
has been explicitly regulated regarding the duties,
authorities, and responsibilities between the Cen-
tral Government and Regional Governments.
Thus, in the construction of sports policy, the
Central Government and Regional Governments
have the same duties, authorities, and responsi-
bilities following their respective scope of duties,
authorities, and responsibilities, of course with
due regard to the objectives of national sports ad-
ministration.

The making and or preparation of Sports
Policy is certainly not only done internally. It re-
quires support/assistance and synergy from

parties who have competence (Schneider, 2019),
including practitioners/academics/sports leaders
and other elements who have concern and
knowledge in the field of sports. In addition, at
the technical level, competence is needed in the
preparation/making of laws and regulations (le-
gal drafting). This is in accordance with Law
Number 12 of 2011 concerning the Establishment
of Legislation and Regulation of the Minister of
Empowerment of State Apparatus and Bureau-
cratic Reform (MABR) of the Republic of Indo-
nesia Number Article 1 Number 5 concerning
Functional Positions for Drafting Legislation and
Credit Values (Presiden Republik Indonesia,
2014a).

Table 1. TARSIL Values in The Indonesian Sports System

No Component

Indicators

The Indonesian Sports System (UU SKN)

1. Trust Opportunity Avrticle 12 Particle (1), Particle (2), Article 13 Particle (1),
Particle (2), and Article 15
Competence None
Reliability Acrticle 75 Particle (1), Particle (2) and Particle (3)
Respectfulness Avrticle 12, Article 13, Article 15, and Article 76 Particle
(1) Particle (2)
Accountability Article 77 Particle (1)
Identification of Priori-  Article 13, Article 34 Particle (2)
ties
2. Authority Sociological None
Normative Article 88 Particle (1), Particle (2), and Particle (3)
Centralization and de-  None
centralization
Coordination None
Independence None
3. Responsibility Contractualization Avrticle 11 Particle (1) Particle (2)
Opportunity and Aspi-  Article 4, Article 5, and Article 42
ration
Conditionality Article 42
Self-control Article 76 Particle (1)
Discipline None
4. Supervision Communication Article 4
Legislation and organ-  the second line at general explanation
izing
Regulation and plan- Article 81 Particle (1), Article 85
ning
Inspection require- Acrticle 87 Particle (1), Article 113
ments
Problem solving Avrticle 88, Article 123 Particle (4)
Evaluation Acrticle 81 Article (1), Article 86 Particle (4), Article 109
Particle (1)
5. Integration Identification the second line at general explanation
Interaction Article 76 Particle (1)
Cooperation Article 76 Article (1)
Solidarity Article 12, Article 13, and Article 15
Positioning Article 3, Article 12
6. Local Wisdom  Orientation Article 13, Article 67 Particle (2), Article 77 Particle (3)
Perception Article 34 Particle (2)

Cultural Adaptation
Harmony

Article 4
Article 34 Particle (1)
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The reliability formally juridical in the for-
mulation and/or policy-making, including the im-
plementation and evaluation involving sports
stakeholders (Edmond, 2012). Therefore, society
is given the most comprehensive role in sporting
activities, including the making of the policies
through the instrument of public test/the aspira-
tions collection/public consultation and or other
media. Respectfulness as a juridical consequence
of the government's duties, authorities, and re-
sponsibilities, in this case, the central government
and regional governments (Province, Regency,
and City). Therefore, the preparation, making,
and implementation of sports policies are carried
out jointly and coordinated following the scope
of duties, authorities, and responsibilities with
cooperation and partnership (Spagnoletti &
Arnold, 2007; van Quaquebeke, 2011).

Accountability is very important for gov-
ernment public body (Lindberg, 2013; Rached,
2016). The Ministry of Youth and Sports Affairs
(MYSA) is qualified as a public body. According
to Law Number 14, the Year 2008 concerning the
Public Information Disclosure, this is a public
body responsible for organizing affairs in the
field of sports (Presiden Republik Indonesia,
2008). MYSA must provide access to infor-
mation for sports stakeholders, including the con-
struction of the preparation and/or making of
sports policies. Identification of priorities is also
trust component (Gardner et al., 1996). In the for-
mulating and/or making policies, the Central
Government and Regional Governments have in-
herent authority to formulate sports policies in
the form of stipulating regulations of statutory
regulations. Formulating and/or making the
sports policies is carried out by setting a priority
scale. In the grand design of national sports, the
Government stipulates 14 leading sports and 1
sport (football) favored by the community, and
this is following Presidential Instruction Number
3 the Year 2019 on the Acceleration of National
Football Development. Meanwhile, the Regional
Government is required to develop at least 1
(one) leading sport. Thus, the central and regional
governments do not contribute but have an attrib-
utive authority as a drafter and/or sport policy
maker according to the scope of their authority
(Presiden Republik Indonesia, 2019).

Authority for Sharing Powers in Sport Develop-
ment

Authority in the Indonesian Sports System
is defined as the central government's powers to
local governments which consist of mandatory,
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optional, and concurrent powers to make and im-
plement sports policies. Authority is an educa-
tional value that is a fundamental component of
classroom life and enacted through ongoing ne-
gotiations which often involves conflict that af-
fects the balance of legitimacy and consent (Pace
& Hemmings, 2007). The preparation and/or
making of sports policies in the form of regula-
tions starts from the planning stages of prepara-
tion, manufacture, determination and promulga-
tion (dissemination). In the context of dissemi-
nating regulations in accordance with the provi-
sions in the Presidential Decree Number 87 Year
2014 concerning the implementation of the Law
Number 12 Year 2011 which deals with the for-
mation of legislation, "promulgation™ both in the
form of government gazette and state gazette is
the final stage of the process of making regula-
tions (Presiden Republik Indonesia, 2011). Until
this stage the principle of “legal fiction” applies,
“When a statutory regulation has been promul-
gated, at that time everyone is considered to know
“presumptio iures de iure” (HSB, 2017), and
these provisions are binding so that someone’s
ignorance of the law cannot free/forgive him
from lawsuits”. This promulgation stage is a form
of disseminating regulations either through so-
cialization or other media. With the aim of stake-
holders knowing the policies that the Central
Government and Regional Governments have
set. In terms of regulatory policies in the MYSA,
the Documentation and Legal Information Net-
work or Jaringan Dokumentasi dan Informasi
Hukum (JDIH) is being used. It is accessible for
the public at https://jdih.kemenpora.go.id.

The settlement of sports disputes in juridi-
cal construction is strictly regulated regarding the
mechanism and stages of compensation (Robert
& Zeckhauser, 2011). Centralization and decen-
tralization (Alhamad & Aladwan, 2019; Marume
& Jubenkanda, 2016), in making and/or formu-
lating Sports Policy, the authority between the
Central Government and the Regional Govern-
ment has been explicitly regulated in the provi-
sions of Article 10, Article 11, and Article 12
Government Regulations Number 16 the Year
2007 concerning the implementation of sports
(Presiden Republik Indonesia, 2007). Further-
more, within the framework of implementing this
authority, Law Number 23 the Year 2014 con-
cerning The Regional Government has divided
the authority for the administration of sports be-
tween the central, provincial, and district/city
governments as listed in the Appendix for sports
affairs which are mandatory non-basic services,
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so that the Central Government is required to pre-
pare Norms, Standards, Procedures and Criteria
or Norma, Standar, Prosedur, dan Kriteria
(NSPK) as the reference and guideline for the
Provincial and Regency Governments in carrying
out sports affairs (Presiden Republik Indonesia,
2014b). The authority for sports affairs according
to their respective scopes, is directed at realizing
the objectives of organizing sports in a coordi-
nated, integrated, and cooperative manner be-
tween the Central Government and Regional
Governments  (Osifo, 2013; Vanagas &
Stankevic, 2015). This follows the provisions in
Article 17 Government Regulation Number 16
the Year 2007 concerning the Implementation of
Sports. The formulation and or making of sports
policies following the scope of authority of the
Provincial and Regency Governments as stipu-
lated in Article 10, Article 11, and Article 12 of
Government Regulation Number 16 the Year
2007. This also involves sports stakeholders in
their respective scopes according to the provi-
sions in Article 10 Particle (3), Article 11 Particle
(3), and Article 12 Particle (3) Government Reg-
ulation Number 16 the Year 2007. So, independ-
ent authority between government bodies is im-
portant (Burton & Obel, 2018; Tsai, 2011).

Responsibility to Meet Community’s Need

The Indonesian Sports System is defined
as the formulation and implementation of sports
policies is the responsibility of the local govern-
ment to meet the community's response. This def-
inition refers to the basis of legal provisions
which are measurable, reliable, evaluative, and
can be carried out as best as possible. Responsi-
bility is an educational value that synergizes in-
dividual and community in education system to
achieve common goals (Helker & Wosnhitza,
2014). Contractualization in sports policies that
have been made and/or compiled by the Central
Government and Regional Governments have ju-
ridical consequences in the form of rights and ob-
ligations (Baudry & Chassagnon, 2018; Seli,
2021). Opportunity and aspiration in the context
of sports policy are used to accommodate the na-
tional sports development goals (Baroudi et al.,
2018; Zarestky & Cole, 2017). It is legally stated
in the considerations on the establishment of the
Law of Indonesian Sports System that the na-
tional development instrument in the field of
sports is an effort to improve the quality of life of
Indonesian people physically, spiritually and so-
cially in realizing an advanced, just, prosperous,
prosperous and democratic society based on

Pancasila (Indonesian Ideology) and The Consti-
tution of the Republic of Indonesia 1945
(Republik Indonesia, 1945). Furthermore, at the
level of implementation of sports policies, itis di-
rected that every sporting event (competition) or-
ganized by the Central Government, Regional
Government, and the Community must pay atten-
tion to the national sports objectives and the prin-
ciples of sports administration. The implementa-
tion of sports programs and/or activities includ-
ing the holding of weekends (multi-events) and
championships (single events) in the sports pol-
icy is principally an effort to support the achieve-
ment of “national development goals” through
national development instruments in the field of
sports (Kremmydas, 1989).

The implementation of sports policies fol-
lowing the respective scope of authority encour-
ages synergy, cooperation, coordination, and
continuous communication between the Central
Government and Regional Governments in
achieving national sports goals (Lian et al., 2017;
Wang et al., 2021). This is strongly related to Ar-
ticle 17 in the Government Regulation Number
16 the Year 2007 concerning the implementation
of sports. Therefore, the alignment and harmoni-
zation of the implementation of sports policies is
an absolute thing that the Central Government
and Regional Governments must do in their
scope of authority. The determination of sports
policies by the Government and Regional Gov-
ernments is carried out in a measurable and di-
rected manner following the Sports Strategic Plan
Document in their respective scopes in a disci-
plined manner (Apalia, 2017), namely the na-
tional scope is determined by the Minister and
Governor for the Provincial level and the Re-
gent/Mayor for the Regency/ City Sports Strate-
gic Plan. This is in accordance with the provi-
sions in Article 44, Article 45, and Article 46
Government Regulation Number 16 the Year
2007 concerning the implementation of sports.

Supervision in the Planning and Implementing
Sports Policy

Supervision in the Indonesian Sports Sys-
tem is defined as togetherness with the commu-
nity. The central government is obliged to super-
vise the making and implementing of sports pol-
icies. Supervision is part of the education system
that specifically has the role and responsibility to
maintain and improve the quality of education
(Haris et al., 2018). Planning aspects that are ac-
tualized in the National, Provincial, and Regency
level Sports Strategic Plan documents with the
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aim of sporting policy directions made by the
Government and Regional Governments are to be
“measured and directed” to achieve national
sports goals. An effective communication pro-
cess can create a positive work environment and
more effectively achieve the set goals (Hargie,
2016). The formulation of sports policies by the
National and Regional Governments have the
same goal in the context of realizing the “national
sports goals”. National sports aim to maintain and
improve health and fitness, achievement, human
quality, instill moral values and noble character,
sportsmanship, discipline, strengthening and fos-
tering national unity and integrity, strengthening
national resilience, and elevating the nation’s
dignity and honor. The legislation becomes a cat-
alyst to encourage organizations to work accord-
ing to their functions (Jones, 2013). Sports policy
is an instrument to encourage the achievement of
national sports development progress. Sport is
part of the process and achievement of national
development goals. The existence and role of
sport in society, nation, and state must be placed
in a clear position in the national legal system.
Regulation and change are an attempt by the gov-
ernment to control the behavior of citizens, com-
panies, or local governments (Eisner et al., 2000).
One of the sports policies regulates the authority
of the Minister to determine the Standards for the
Implementation of Sports which is one part of the
National Standards for Sport.

Inspection requirements and conferencing,
formulation and preparation of sports policies re-
quire aspects of supervision to run effectively, ef-
ficiently and have a strategic impact in achieving
targets in the form of realizing national sports
goals. The implementation of supervision is car-
ried out in stages by the scope of authority,
namely at the national level carried out by the
Minister, the Governor at the Provincial level,
and the Mayor for the Regency level. The na-
tional government, local government, and the
community supervise the implementation of
sports. Supervision of the sport implementation
aims to ensure that the sport implementation runs
by the planning and provisions of laws and regu-
lations. An inspection is an independent and ob-
jective review of the organization's internal gov-
ernance, management, and running. The inspec-
tion aims to determine the extent to which perfor-
mance is being carried out, identify good prac-
tices and opportunities for improvement. Inspec-
tion functions to check the process, effectiveness,
and efficiency of activities or policies (Joint
Inspection Unit of the United Nations System,
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2013). Problem solving and decision making is
necessary in the internal deliberation of the par-
ent organization of the sport did not reach an
agreement. Mediation and arbitration are not
achieved, so the settlement of sports disputes
through the instrument of legal settlement institu-
tions of the judiciary by their authority, which
represents government institutions in terms of the
“judicial” scope. Problem-solving focuses on ra-
tionality and rigorous analytical methods for ra-
tional policy-making (Turnbull, 2006).

Integration between Government and Society in
Sport Development

Integration in the Indonesian Sports Sys-
tem is defined as the creation and implementation
of sports policy involving central government, lo-
cal government, and society intact. In education,
integration is one of the values in an effort to
achieve the competence of students, such as inte-
grating the education curriculum and industry
(Shaidullina et al., 2015). Identification (values
and citizen interest) in sports policy in the context
of encouraging the achievement of national
sports goals is one of the instruments to achieve
national development in the field of sports. Policy
formulation principally involves identifying and
analyzing various actions in response to each
problem. Each solution found is assessed based
on several factors such as possible effectiveness,
potential costs, resources required for implemen-
tation, political context, and community support
(Torjman, 2005). Communication in sports poli-
cies through the preparation and making of regu-
lations encourage synergistic and sustainable co-
operation and partnerships between the Central
Government and Regional Governments by their
scope of authority. The communication manage-
ment framework in sports organizations involves
the realization and implementation of the neces-
sary processes. Communication ensures the crea-
tion, collection, segmentation, preparation, distri-
bution, disbursement, and proper and complete
use of key organizational information and availa-
ble resources (Denkova & Bajramovska, 2018).
Cooperation and partnership is a form of synergy,
collaboration, harmony, and coordination be-
tween the Central Government and the Regional
Government in carrying out the duties, authori-
ties, and responsibilities of sports development
according to their respective scopes. Cooperation
and participation mechanisms can be applied at
different levels of the policy hierarchy, namely in
developing and implementing policies, strategies,
and overall concepts (Mulholland, 2018).

Cakrawala Pendidikan, Vol. 40, No. 3, October 2021

doi: 10.21831/cp.v40i3.44510


https://doi.org/10.21831/cp.v40i3.44510

794

Sports policy in juridical construction di-
vides roles explicitly within the scope of sports
coaching and development. The government has
the task of establishing and implementing poli-
cies and standardization in the field of sports na-
tionally. The local government has the charge of
implementing policies, coordinating the coaching
and development of sports, and implementing
standardization in sports in the regions. The gov-
ernment has the authority to regulate, foster, de-
velop, implement, and supervise the implementa-
tion of sports nationally. Regional governments
have the authority to regulate, foster, develop,
implement, and oversee the implementation of
sports in the regions. Solidarity is not only legiti-
macy but an important thing for the community.
Solidarity is a legal obligation, not just a political
policy (Sangiovanni, 2012). The National Sports
Goals have the function of developing physical,
spiritual, and social abilities and shaping the
character and personality of a dignified nation.
Sporting positions are central to broader develop-
ment practice. Sports positioning can use as a tool
that must be applied holistically and integrated
with other programs to achieve optimal results
(The Sport for Development and Peace
International Working Group (SDP IWG), 2008).

Local Wisdom as a Basic Idea for Developing
Sports

Local Wisdom in the Indonesian Sports
System is defined as local governments adopting
reflections and expectations from the community
in the formulation and implementation of sports
policies. The meaning of local wisdom is associ-
ated with significant cultures in the region
(Hidayat et al., 2017). Local wisdom is one of the
fundamental values of education as a form of dy-
namic human culture so that exceptional humans
are formed who remain oriented towards commu-
nity culture (Darmadi, 2018). The values of local
wisdom are matters that need to be considered in
the formulation of sports policies. Furthermore,
accommodating local wisdom in policy making
is a strategic step to ensure the fulfillment of the
objectives to be achieved through the prepared
policies (Slamet, 2019). Alignment of the central
and local governments’ roles in implementing
sports policies can support the development of
national sports. The policy orientation can influ-
ence the environment and behavior (Stahl, 2002).
Formulation and construction of sports policies to
support national sports development by the au-
thority of the Central and Regional Governments
according to their capabilities, among others, are

human resources, infrastructure and facilities as
well as the financial capacity of each region. The
central and local governments ensure the availa-
bility of sports infrastructure by the standards and
needs of the central and local governments.
Based on their authority and capabilities, local
governments can develop and manage sports in-
formation by regional capabilities and conditions.
Likewise, the ability of regions to allocate sports
funding from the Regional Revenues and Ex-
penditures Budget or Anggaran Pendapatan dan
Belanja Daerah (APBD), of course, varies accor-
ding to the financial capacity of each region in
supporting the implementation of sports duties,
authorities, and responsibilities.

Regional governments are required to
manage at least one leading sport at a national and
international level. This policy is factually in line
with the direction of the national sports policy in
the preparation of the National Sports Grand De-
sign, which stipulates 14 (fourteen) priority sport
and 1 (one) sport favored by the community. Per-
ceptions of stakeholders can have an impact on
the formulation of sports policy. It can contribute
to the development of sports policies that can be
applied at all levels of the organization (Viollet et
al., 2016). The implementation of sports policies
is an urgent and strategic matter to achieve na-
tional sports goals. National sports are aimed at
maintaining and improving health and fitness,
achievement, human quality, instilling moral val-
ues and noble character, sportsmanship, disci-
pline, strengthening and fostering national unity
and integrity, strengthening national resilience,
and elevating the nation's prestige, dignity and
honor, support, synergy, and collaboration be-
tween the Government and Regional Govern-
ment are necessary by considering the capabili-
ties and potential of each region. Formulation and
construction of sports policies consider the local
wisdom possessed by each region. District/city
governments plan, foster, develop, implement
standardization, and raise sports resources based
on local excellence in harmony.

CONCLUSION

All components of TARSIL are contained
in the Indonesian Sports System (policy product).
However, not all indicators of these components
have been stated. In conclusion, the Indonesian
Sports System has implemented TARSIL values.
Finally, we suggest TARSIL values as an ideal
formula for policy-making related to regional au-
tonomy that contains the educational value which
can be taught and socialized to sports

TARSIL as an educational value in Indonesian ...



stakeholders and other related parties so that it
can color future sports policies both at the na-
tional and regional levels. TRASIL components
and indicators are educational values that can an-
imate the entire Indonesian sports system.
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