
 

 

THE ANALYSIS OF THE READING COMPREHENSION QUESTIONS IN 

ENGLISH TEXTBOOK “TALK ACTIVE SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL YEAR X” 

BASED ON THE REVISED BLOOM’S TAXONOMY 

 

A THESIS 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

By: 

Anne Irawan  

1213018002 

 

 

 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE EDUCATION STUDY PROGRAM 

THE FACULTY OF TEACHER TRAINING AND EDUCATION 

WIDYA MANDALA SURABAYA CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY 

December, 2021 



 

i 

 

THE ANALYSIS OF THE READING COMPREHENSION QUESTIONS IN 

ENGLISH TEXTBOOK “TALK ACTIVE SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL YEAR X” 

BASED ON THE REVISED BLOOM’S TAXONOMY 

 

 

A THESIS 

Presented to Teacher Education Faculty 

Widya Mandala Surabaya Catholic University 

in Partial Fulfillment of the Requirement for the Degree of 

Sarjana Pendidikan in English Language Education 

 

 
 

By: 

Anne Irawan  

1213018002 

 

 

 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE EDUCATION STUDY PROGRAM 

THE FACULTY OF TEACHER TRAINING AND EDUCATION 

WIDYA MANDALA SURABAYA CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY 

December, 2021 



 

ii 

 

SURAT PERNYATAAN 

  



 

iii 

 

APPROVAL SHEET (I) 

 

 This thesis entitled “THE ANALYSIS OF THE READING 

COMPREHENSION QUESTIONS IN ENGLISH TEXTBOOK “TALK ACTIVE 

SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL YEAR X” BASED ON THE REVISED BLOOM’S 

TAXONOMY”, prepared and submitted by Anne Irawan (1213018002) has been 

approved to be examined by the Thesis Board of Examiners.  

 

 

 

Prof. Dr. Veronica L. Diptoadi, M.Sc. 

Thesis Advisor  

 

 

 

 

 

Dr. B. Budiyono, M. Pd.    P. Hady Sutris Winarlim, M.Sc. 

          Examiner 1          Examiner 2 

 

  



 

iv 

 

APPROVAL SHEET (II) 

 

 This thesis entitled “THE ANALYSIS OF THE READING 

COMPREHENSION QUESTIONS IN ENGLISH TEXTBOOK “TALK ACTIVE 

SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL YEAR X” BASED ON THE REVISED BLOOM’S 

TAXONOMY” prepared and submitted by Anne Irawan (1213018002) has been 

approved to be examined by the Thesis Board of Examiners.  

 

 

 

 

Dr. B. Budiyono, M. Pd. 

Chair  

 

 

         

Prof. Dr. Veronica L. Diptoadi, M.Sc.  P. Hady Sutris Winarlim, M.Sc. 

Secretary            Member 

 

 

 

 

 

V. Luluk Prijambodo, M.Pd.             Yohanes Nugroho Widyanto, Ph.D              

 

 Dean of the Faculty of Teacher    Head of the English Education 

     Training and Education      Study Program 

  



 

v 

 

SURAT PERNYATAAN PERSETUJUAN PUBLIKASI KARYA ILMIAH 

  



 

vi 

 

STATEMENT OF AUTHENTICITY 

 

I declare that this thesis is my own writing, and it is true and correct that I did not 

take any scholarly ideas or work from others dishonestly. All the cited works were 

quoted in accordance with the ethical code of academic writing. I will take all the 

consequences if plagiarism is found in this thesis.  

 

Surabaya, 20 December 2021 

 

 

Anne Irawan 

(1213018002) 



 

vii 

 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

 

 First of all, the researcher would like to thank the Lord, Jesus Christ for His 

blessings and guidance during the process of finishing this thesis. The researcher also 

would like to express her deepest gratitude to those who have given their time to 

guide, help, and support her during the process of writing this thesis, especially to: 

1. Prof. Dr. Veronica L. Diptoadi, M.Sc., the researcher’s advisor, who has 

given valuable advice, guidance, and support to the researcher in the process 

of writing the thesis. 

2. Dr. B. Budiyono, M. Pd. and P. Hady Sutris Winarlim, M.Sc., the researcher’s 

thesis examiners, who have supported and helped the researcher by giving 

valuable feedbacks and suggestions during the proposal examination. 

3. Dr. Ignatius Harjanto, the researcher’s academic advisor, who has given 

support and motivation to the researcher during her study in English 

Education Study Program of Widya Mandala Surabaya Catholic University. 

4. All lecturers in English Education Study Program of Widya Mandala 

Surabaya Catholic University who have helped, guided, and supported the 

researcher during her study. 

5. The researcher’s beloved family, who always support the researcher and pray 

for the researcher to complete her study and finish her thesis. 

6. The researcher’s best friends, Mayvela Levina, Fani Febriyana, Leony 

Valensia, Vania, Silvia Marcella, for supporting the researcher in every 

situation and helping the researcher solve her problems. 

7. The researcher’s collaborator, Mayvela Levina, who has supported and helped 

the researcher finish her thesis.  

 

Anne Irawan 



viii 

 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

 
TITLE ........................................................................................................................................................... i 

SURAT PERNYATAAN ............................................................................................................................ ii 

APPROVAL SHEET (I) ............................................................................................................................ iii 

APPROVAL SHEET (II) .......................................................................................................................... iv 

SURAT PERNYATAAN PERSETUJUAN PUBLIKASI KARYA ILMIAH ....................................... v 

STATEMENT OF AUTHENTICITY...................................................................................................... vi 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS ..................................................................................................................... vii 

TABLE OF CONTENTS ........................................................................................................................ viii 

ABSTRACT ................................................................................................................................................. x 

CHAPTER I ................................................................................................................................................ 1 

INTRODUCTION ...................................................................................................................................... 1 

1.1 Background of the Study ................................................................................................................. 1 

1.2 Statements of the Problem ............................................................................................................... 3 

1.3 The Objectives of the Study............................................................................................................. 3 

1.4 Theoretical Framework .................................................................................................................... 3 

1.5 Scope and Limitation of the Study .................................................................................................. 4 

1.6 The Significance of the Study .......................................................................................................... 5 

1.7 Definition of Key Terms .................................................................................................................. 5 

1.8 Organization of the Study ................................................................................................................ 5 

CHAPTER II ............................................................................................................................................... 7 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE ................................................................................................ 7 

2.1 Related Theories .............................................................................................................................. 7 

2.1.1 Theory of Reading Comprehension ............................................................................................ 7 

2.1.2 Kinds of Reading Comprehension Questions ............................................................................. 8 

2.1.3 Theory of Textbook .................................................................................................................. 10 

2.1.4 Theory of Revised Bloom’s Taxonomy .................................................................................... 11 

2.1.5 The Curriculum of 2013 (K13) ................................................................................................. 18 

2.2 Related Studies .............................................................................................................................. 20 



 

ix 

 

CHAPTER III ........................................................................................................................................... 22 

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY ............................................................................................................ 22 

3.1 Research Design ............................................................................................................................ 22 

3.2 Source of Data ............................................................................................................................... 22 

3.3 The Research Instruments .............................................................................................................. 25 

3.4 Procedure of Collecting Data ......................................................................................................... 26 

3.5 Data Analysis Technique ............................................................................................................... 26 

3.6 Trustworthiness .............................................................................................................................. 28 

CHAPTER IV ........................................................................................................................................... 30 

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION .............................................................................................................. 30 

4.1 Findings ......................................................................................................................................... 30 

4.1.1 The Cognitive Level of the Reading Comprehension Questions .............................................. 30 

4.1.2 Supplementary Reading Comprehension Questions ................................................................. 39 

4.2 Discussion ...................................................................................................................................... 58 

CHAPTER V ............................................................................................................................................. 61 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS .................................................................................................. 61 

5.1 Conclusion ..................................................................................................................................... 61 

5.2 Suggestions .................................................................................................................................... 62 

REFERENCES.......................................................................................................................................... 64 

APPENDICES ........................................................................................................................................... 66 

Appendix 1: English Competencies in the Curriculum of 2013 ............................................................. 66 

Appendix 2: Textbook Contents ............................................................................................................. 69 

Appendix 3: Reading Passages and Reading Comprehension Questions in the Textbook ..................... 76 

Appendix 4: Checklist Table of the Reading Comprehension Questions in the Textbook................... 153 

 

 

 

  



 

x 

 

ABSTRACT 
 

Irawan, Anne. (2021). “The Analysis of the Reading Comprehension Questions in 

English Textbook “Talk Active Senior High School Year X Based on the Revised 

Bloom’s Taxonomy”. S-1 Thesis. English Education Study Program, the Faculty of 

Teacher Training and Education, Widya Mandala Surabaya Catholic University. 

 

Advisor: Prof. Dr. Veronica L. Diptoadi, M.Sc. 

 

Keywords: reading comprehension questions, the English textbook, the Revised 

Bloom’s Taxonomy, higher-order thinking skills, the Curriculum of 2013 
     

Reading skill is an important skill when it comes to learning a language 

including English. One of the strategies to teach reading skill is by giving the students 

appropriate reading comprehension questions. However, some previous studies prove 

that there are several textbooks out there which reading comprehension questions are 

not in accordance with the English competencies in the Curriculum of 2013. 

Considering this problem, this study has two aims, which are (1) to explore the 

cognitive level of the reading comprehension questions found in English textbook 

“Talk Active Senior High School Year X” based on the Revised Bloom’s Taxonomy 

and (2) to explore appropriate reading comprehension questions to supplement the 

English textbook “Talk Active Senior High School Year X” to meet the English 

competencies stated in the Curriculum of 2013 (K13).    

 

This study is a descriptive qualitative study which is based on the theory of the 

Revised Bloom’s Taxonomy. The data of this study were the reading comprehension 

questions in the English textbook “Talk Active Senior High School Year X”, written 

based on the English competencies stated in the K13 for 10
th

 grade students. A 

checklist based on the cognitive domain of the Revised Bloom’s Taxonomy is used to 

analyze the data, and to ensure the trustworthiness of the analysis, the researcher 

collaborated with another friend in the same field to analyze the data using the same 

checklist.  

 

The findings of the study show that the distribution of LOTS and HOTS 

questions in the textbook is not balanced. The percentage of LOTS and HOTS is 

85.5% (LOTS questions) and 15.5% (HOTS questions). As LOTS questions 

dominate the textbook, the textbook “Talk Active Senior High School Year X” is not 

appropriate for 10
th

 grade students. Therefore, the researcher proposed 84 reading 

comprehension questions to supplement the textbook. The proportion between LOTS 

and HOTS questions after the addition of the supplementary questions is 65.1% 

(LOTS questions) and 34.9% (HOTS questions). The percentage of HOTS questions 

after the addition increases by 20.4%, allowing the students to learn reading through 

various cognitive processes. 


