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ABSTRACT

Anindya Faradila. Analiysis of Elementary English Textbook Content with The
Teaching Process Based on Cognitive Domain of Bloom’s Taxonomy. Thesis.
Postgraduate Program Department of Pedagogy, Muhammadiyah University of
Ponorogo.

Advisor 1. Dr. Ana Maghfiroh, M.Pd.B.I. Advisor 2. Diyah Atiek Mustikawati,
S.Pd., M.Hum.

This study aims to analyze the content of elementary school English
textbooks and their alignment with the teaching process based on Bloom’s
Taxonomy within the context of the Independent Curriculum in Indonesia. The
research focuses on three main aspects: (1) evaluating textbook content using
McDonough and Shaw’s evaluation framework, (2) identifying the representation
of Bloom’s cognitive levels in textbook materials and learning activities, and (3)
examining the alignment between textbook content and classroom teaching
practices.

This research employed a qualitative descriptive design. The data sources
consisted of English textbooks used in elementary schools and data from teachers
through questionnaires and document analysis. The textbooks were analyzed using
McDonough and Shaw’s external and internal evaluation framework, while
learning activities were classified according to Bloom’s Taxonomy cognitive levels.
The alignment between textbook content and teaching practices was examined by
comparing textbook activities with teachers’ reported implementation in the
classroom.

The findings showed that, overall, the textbooks meet most of the criteria in
McDonough and Shaw’s framework in terms of objectives, content relevance,
language use, visual design, and learning activities. However, the distribution of
cognitive levels is uneven, with a strong dominance of lower-order thinking skills
(remembering and understanding), while higher-order thinking skills (analyzing,
evaluating, and creating) are less frequently represented. Furthermore, the
alignment between textbook content and teaching practice is partial; although
teachers attempt to implement higher-order thinking activities, the textbooks do not
consistently provide sufficient tasks to support this practice.

This study concludes that while elementary English textbooks under the
Independent Curriculum are generally appropriate in terms of content and structure,
they still need improvement in promoting higher-order thinking skills and in
supporting better alignment between textbook design and classroom
implementation. The findings offer implications for teachers, textbook developers,
and policymakers in improving the quality of English learning materials at the
elementary level.

Keywords: textbook evaluation, elementary English textbooks, McDonough and
Shaw, Bloom’s Taxonomy, and Independent Curriculum.



ABSTRAK

Anindya Faradila. Analiysis of Elementary English Textbook Content with The
Teaching Process Based on Cognitive Domain of Bloom’s Taxonomy. Tesis.
Program Studi Pedagogi, Universitas Muhammadiyah Ponorogo.

Pembimbing 1. Dr. Ana Maghfiroh, M.Pd.B.I. Pembimbing 2. Diyah Atiek
Mustikawati, S.Pd., M.Hum.

Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk menganalisis isi buku teks Bahasa Inggris
tingkat sekolah dasar serta kesesuaiannya dengan proses pembelajaran berdasarkan
Taksonomi Bloom dalam konteks Kurikulum Merdeka di Indonesia. Fokus
penelitian ini mencakup tiga aspek utama, yaitu: (1) evaluasi isi buku teks
menggunakan kerangka evaluasi McDonough dan Shaw, (2) identifikasi
representasi tingkat kognitif Taksonomi Bloom (C1-C6) dalam materi dan aktivitas
pembelajaran pada buku teks, serta (3) analisis tingkat keselarasan antara isi buku
teks dan praktik pembelajaran di kelas.

Penelitian ini menggunakan desain kualitatif deskriptif. Sumber data meliputi
buku teks Bahasa Inggris yang digunakan di sekolah dasar serta data dari guru yang
diperoleh melalui kuesioner dan analisis dokumen. Buku teks dianalisis
menggunakan kerangka evaluasi eksternal dan internal McDonough dan Shaw,
sedangkan aktivitas pembelajaran diklasifikasikan berdasarkan tingkat kognitif
Taksonomi Bloom. Keselarasan antara isi buku teks dan praktik pembelajaran
dianalisis dengan membandingkan aktivitas dalam buku teks dan implementasi
pembelajaran oleh guru di kelas.

Hasil penelitian menunjukkan bahwa secara umum buku teks telah memenuhi
sebagian besar kriteria dalam kerangka McDonough dan Shaw, terutama dalam
aspek tujuan pembelajaran, relevansi materi, penggunaan bahasa, tampilan visual,
dan jenis aktivitas pembelajaran. Namun, distribusi tingkat kognitif belum
seimbang, dengan dominasi keterampilan berpikir tingkat rendah (mengingat dan
memahami), sementara keterampilan berpikir tingkat tinggi (menganalisis,
mengevaluasi, dan mencipta) masih terbatas. Selain itu, keselarasan antara isi buku
teks dan praktik pembelajaran belum sepenuhnya optimal karena buku teks belum
secara konsisten mendukung penerapan keterampilan berpikir tingkat tinggi di
kelas.

Penelitian ini menyimpulkan bahwa meskipun buku teks Bahasa Inggris
sekolah dasar dalam Kurikulum Merdeka secara umum sudah layak digunakan,
diperlukan penguatan dalam pengembangan aktivitas yang mendorong
keterampilan berpikir tingkat tinggi serta peningkatan keselarasan antara desain
buku teks dan implementasi pembelajaran di kelas.

Kata kunci: evaluasi buku teks, Taksonomi Bloom, Kurikulum Merdeka, buku teks
Bahasa Inggris sekolah dasar, McDonough dan Shaw.
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