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ABSTRACT

The research aimed to assess the readability of reading material in two different English textbooks published by 
different publishers. Many pieces of research have been conducted to examine the reading materials in English 
textbooks, and it had been discovered that the reading materials were insufficiently adequate for the levels of 
students. The research applied a descriptive content analysis method to analyze, interpret, and describe the data. 
The Flesch Reading Ease formula was as an instrument. The research’s data were derived from the English 
textbook “Pathway to English” by Erlangga grade X and the English textbook “Bahasa Inggris” by The Ministry 
of Education and Culture grade X. Based on the findings of the research, five reading texts out of 15 match with 
students’ level (fairly difficult level) of grade X in the first textbook, while three texts out of 13 equal with students’ 
level (fairly difficult level) of grade X in the second textbook. Furthermore, the first textbook’s average readability 
score indicates that the texts are ‘standard’, whereas the second textbook indicates that the texts are ‘fairly 
difficult’. Based on the study findings, some recommendations for teachers are to use the readability formulas to 
provide appropriate reading material for students, as well as for other researchers to conduct a larger context 
about readability. 
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INTRODUCTION

The textbook is one of several tools that may 
be utilized to aid teachers and students in teaching 
and learning English. In the classroom, textbooks 
serve an important role in teaching and learning. 
A textbook is a fundamentally important aspect of 
teaching and learning, according to Gunantar (2017), 
because it serves as a medium for both the teacher and 
the student. Bojanic and Topalov (2016) have also 
mentioned that textbooks are sources that provide a 
set of materials and activities for instructors to employ 
during the teaching process. It provides teachers with 
guidelines for communicating the materials to students 
and assisting them in understanding the materials.

Textbooks are also an essential media for 
teachers and students as a reference in the learning 
process. To better support students in understanding 

the material and getting new knowledge, it is crucial 
to identify whether the passage in the book is suitable 
for students based on their grade level. Even though 
there are many problems found in using a textbook, 
professional development could concentrate on 
developing modified assignments from these textbooks 
so that the content of the textbooks can be understood 
by the students (Hong et al., 2018).

Many English textbooks are available these 
days, published by the Ministry of Education and 
Culture or by private or other public publishers. 
These textbooks are used as the primary source by 
both teachers and students. Although several English 
textbooks for senior high school have been published, 
it is important to evaluate whether the textbooks used 
in senior high school are compatible with the level of 
learners’ learning needs because the appropriateness 
of the textbook and learners’ reading level aids them 
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in properly comprehending the reading materials. 
According to Azizifar and Baghelani (2014), the 
reasons for evaluating textbooks are to implement new 
textbooks, so parties involved in education programs 
can understand certain strengths and weaknesses in the 
textbooks, and the outcomes of analyzing textbooks 
can be immensely beneficial to education progress and 
professional development. The purpose of evaluating 
the textbook is to find the most suitable English 
learning teaching materials for learners, particularly in 
reading comprehension.

In selecting an appropriate textbook, a teacher 
should consider three components when selecting text 
for reading material. According to Nuttal (2005), there 
are three fundamental components of a good student 
reading material. First is the suitability of the content, 
which indicates that the materials are fascinating, 
entertaining, challenging, and relevant to their purpose 
in learning English. The second is exploitability, where 
a text helps the achievement of specific language 
and material goals that is usable for instructional 
tasks and approaches. It may be interpreted using 
other competencies, such as listening, speaking, and 
writing). The third is readability, which refers to the 
text’s lexical and structural difficulties, as well as its 
proper level of difficulty for learners. Therefore, it is 
crucial to ensure that reading materials are readable for 
students to understand them properly.

Analyzing and considering the readability of 
the reading material is one method to know whether 
the textbook is suitable for students’ level or not. The 
readability of a text determines how easy it is to read. 
Readability refers to the ease with which a text can be 
understood while reading it (Dubay, 2004; Fata, Gani, 
& Husna, 2020). Thus, it is essential to investigate 
the readability level of the reading passage to predict 
whether a text is tough, basic, or easy for students.

There are several commonly used formulas 
in determining the readability of reading passages 
according to Bailin and Grafstein (2016), namely the 
Flesch Reading Ease formula, the Flesch-Kincaid 
Grade Level, and the Fry Graph, SMOG Grading, 
and the Dale-Chall Formula. In the research, the 
researchers utilize the Flesch Reading Ease formula 
to find out the readability of reading text based on 
the student’s level of grade tenth of senior high 
school. As those readability formulas are used in 
written texts, they provide a text score, including the 
average sentence length and the average number of 
syllables per word. Thus, the text’s readability score is 
classified with a particular categorization, such as very 
easy, easy, standard, fairly difficult, difficult, or very 
difficult, as well as a reading grade level. In assessing 
the readability level of the English material, the 
research employs The Flesch Reading Ease formula. 
The updated formula of the Flesch Reading Ease Scale 
is Score (RE)= 206,835-(1,015-ASL)-(84,6xASW). 
The Flesch Reading Ease scale ranges from 0-to 100, 
with a higher score indicating that the reading passage 
is more comprehensible. The research emphasizes 
that in the tenth grade of senior high school, a score 

of 50-60 is considered adequate with a grade level of 
10th – 12th, indicating the difficulty level is at a “fairly 
difficult” level.

In recent research, many researchers have taken 
out studies about analyzing reading materials. For 
example, research conducted by Amer (2021) about 
lexical density and readability of secondary stage 
English textbooks in Jordan illustrated that the selected 
reading passages are easy to read. On the contrary, 
one research conducted by Coco et al (2017) has 
analyzed the readability level of the Spanish-language 
patient-reported outcomes measures in audiology and 
otolaryngology. The result found that many Spanish-
language PROMs are above the 5th-grade reading 
level proposed for health-related materials. Related to 
this, Gyasi and Slippe (2019) have illustrated that the 
reading texts in textbooks for diploma students of the 
University of Cape Coast are at a low readability level 
since the textbooks are beyond the students’ reading 
level. Later, Gyasi and Slippe (2019) have suggested 
that textbooks should be revised to supply the primary 
goal and contribute to successful English language 
teaching and learning.

In line with these statements, it is recognized 
that not all reading materials in English textbooks are 
always relevant to students’ grade levels. Since fewer 
researchers conducted the assessment of readability in 
these textbooks, the researcher aims to investigate the 
readability level of reading materials in two English 
textbooks from different publishers. It is conducted to 
show the comparison these textbooks are appropriate 
to the level of students’ ability as well as to fill the 
novelty of this research.

METHODS

The research applies qualitative research. 
In qualitative research, the researcher uses content 
analysis as the type of qualitative research for two main 
textbooks, the English textbook Pathway to English 
Grade X, published by Erlangga publisher, and Buku 
Bahasa Inggris Grade X, published by Kementrian 
Pendidikan dan Kebudayaan Republik Indonesia 2017. 
The reading passages from each chapter are contained 
in these textbooks. In the research, the Flesch Reading 
Ease formula is used as an instrument to determine 
the estimated readability level as proposed by Flesch. 
Then it is also proven the validity of the instrument 
and reliability of the score by having one eligible 
interrater who has taught the English textbooks in 
the classroom. Shabankhani (2020) has explained 
that Inter-rater Realibily (IRR) is a term to describe 
people that measure and evaluate the instruments in a 
study and addresses the issue of consistency in using 
the rating system, which occurred between judger and 
researcher.

The updated formula of the Flesch Reading 
Ease Scale, according to Dubay (2004), is Score 
(RE)= 206,835-(1,015-ASL)-(84,6xASW). Where RE 
is Readability Ease; ASL is average sentence length 
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(number of words divided by the number of sentences); 
ASW is the average number of syllables per word (the 
number of syllables divided by the number of the 
words).

In addition, the level of reading ease difficulty 
has been merely formulated as shown in Table 1. In the 
first data collection process, the researchers chose the 
English textbook used for senior high school students 
grade X from two different publishers. Secondly, the 
researchers spot the reading material, which is reading 
passages from the textbook Pathway to English grade 
X, published by Erlangga, and the textbook Bahasa 
Inggris grade X, published by the government. Lastly, 
it counts how many syllables, words, and sentences 
are throughout every passage. The researchers employ 
a word counter from wordcounter.net to prevent any 
miscalculations and to ensure the validity of the total 
quantity of syllables, words, and sentences.

After obtaining the data, the researchers 
calculate the text’s estimated grade level. Then, the 
data are described in greater detail based on the Flesch 
Reading Ease scale. Afterward, the researchers classify 
the data into smaller parts using a table by comparing 
the score to other criteria that are suitable to the level 
of senior high school students grade X.

Table 1 Difficulty Level by Flesch Reading Ease

Score (RE) Difficulty level Grade
90 – 100 Very easy 5th grade
80 – 90 Easy 6th grade
70 – 79 Fairly easy 7th grade
60 – 69 Standard 8th to 9th grade
50 – 59 Fairly difficult 10th to 12th grade
30 – 49 Difficult 13th to 16th grade 

(college)
0 – 29 Very difficult College graduate

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

The first step in counting the readability score 
is done by measuring the Average Sentence Length 
(ASL) and Average Number of Syllables per Word 
(ASW). Then, the readability score is calculated by 
Flesch Reading Ease Formula. Therefore, Tables 1 
and 2 present the readability score, readability level, 
and estimated reading grade of each reading passage 
in two English textbooks.

The data analysis is conducted by calculating 
the score of the text’s estimated reading grade level 
obtained through the Flesch Reading Ease Formula. 
Then, it is described in a table of the result calculation 
of the text’s estimated reading grade level. The data 
are described in greater detail based on Flesch Reading 
Ease Formula. Afterward, the researchers classify the 
data into smaller parts using a table by comparing the 
score to other criteria based on the Flesch Reading 

Ease table that is suitable to the level of the first grade 
of a senior high school student. In the last phase, the 
data are analyzed based on the focus of the research to 
investigate the readability level of the reading material 
of both textbooks. Table 2 shows the result of the 
readability score in the English textbook Pathway to 
English published by Erlangga Publisher.

As shown in Table 2, the result finding of text 1                   
based on The Flesh Reading Ease Formula is 76,10, 
which means that the difficulty level of the text is at 
a ‘fairly easy’ level. Therefore, the text is easier for 
10th-grade students in senior high school. Text 2 has 
a result of 67,11, which means that the difficulty level 
of the text is at a ‘standard’ level. Therefore, the text 
is easier for 10th-grade students in senior high school. 
Text 3 is 76,19, which means that the difficulty level 
of the text is at a ‘fairly easy’ level. Therefore, the text 
is easier for 10th-grade students in senior high school. 
Text 4 is 50,20, which means that the difficulty level 
of the text is at a ‘fairly difficult’ level. Therefore, the 
text is matched with 10th-grade students of senior high 
school. The result of text 5 is 55,54, which means that 
the difficulty level of the text is at a ‘fairly difficult’ 
level. Therefore, the text is matched with 10th-grade 
students of senior high school.

The result of text 6 is 46,55, which means that 
the difficulty level of the text is at a ‘difficult’ level. 
Therefore, the text is harder for 10th-grade students in 
senior high school. Text 7 is 57,18, which means that 
the difficulty level of the text is at a ‘fairly difficult’ 
level. Therefore, the text is matched with 10th-grade 
students of senior high school. Text 8 is 55,18, which 
means that the difficulty level of the text is at a ‘fairly 
difficult’ level. Therefore, the text is matched with 
10th-grade students of senior high school. Text 9 has 
a result of 67,79, which means that the difficulty level 
of the text is at a ‘standard’ level. Therefore, the text 
is easier for 10th-grade students in senior high school. 
Text 10 is 57,36, which means that the difficulty level 
of the text is at a ‘fairly difficult’ level. Therefore, the 
text is matched with 10th-grade students of senior high 
school.

Text 11 is 68,26, which means that the difficulty 
level of the text is at a ‘standard’ level. Therefore, the text 
is easier for 10th-grade students in senior high school. 
Text 12 is 64,25, which means that the difficulty level 
of the text is at a ‘standard’ level. Therefore, the text 
is easier for 10th-grade students in senior high school. 
Text 13, based on The Flesh Reading Ease Formula, 
is 83,15, which means that the difficulty level of the 
text is at an ‘easy’ level. Therefore, the text is easier 
for 10th-grade students in senior high school. Text 14 is 
85,92, which means that the difficulty level of the text 
is at an ‘easy’ level. Therefore, the text is easier for 
10th-grade students in senior high school. The result of 
text 15 is 85,04, which means that the difficulty level 
of the text is at an ‘easy’ level. Therefore, the text is 
easier for 10th-grade students in senior high school.

To conclude, five reading passages are suitable 
for 10th-grade students of senior high school. Those 
reading passages are text 4, text 5, text 7, text 8, and 
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text 10. The readability levels of those five reading 
passages are at a ‘fairly difficult’ level.

Based on Table 3, the result finding of text 1 
based on The Flesch Reading Ease Formula is 79,39, 
which means that the difficulty level of the text is at a 
‘fairly easy’ level. Therefore, the text is easier for 10th-
grade students in senior high school. Text 2 has a result 
of 58,20, which means that the difficulty level of the 
text is at a ‘fairly difficult’ level. Therefore, the text is 
matched with 10th-grade students of senior high school. 
Text 3 is 56,32, which means that the difficulty level 
of the text is at a ‘fairly difficult’ level. Therefore, the 

text is matched with 10th-grade students of senior high 
school. Text 4 is 63,35, which means that the difficulty 
level of the text is at a ‘standard’ level. Therefore, the 
text is easier for 10th-grade students in senior high 
school. Text 5 is 51,04, which means that the difficulty 
level of the text is at a ‘fairly difficult’ level. Therefore, 
the text is matched with 10th-grade students of senior 
high school.

Text 6 is 40,16, which means that the difficulty 
level of the text was at a ‘difficult’ level. Therefore, 
the text is harder for 10th-grade students in senior high 
school. Text 7 is 45,26, which means that the difficulty 

Table 2 The Result of the Readability Score in the English Textbook Pathway to English Published
by Erlangga Publisher

Text code Readability score Calculation by the interrater Level Quality for 10th grade
1 76,10 76,095 Fairly Easy Easier
2 67,11 67,105 Standard Easier
3 76,19 76,185 Fairly Easy Easier
4 50,20 50,195 Fairly difficult Appropriate
5 55,54 55,535 Fairly difficult Appropriate
6 46,55 46,545 Difficult Harder
7 57,18 57,175 Fairly difficult Appropriate
8 55,18 55,175 Fairly difficult Appropriate
9 67,79 67,785 Standard Easier
10 57,36 57,355 Fairly difficult Appropriate
11 68,26 68,255 Standard Easier
12 64,25 64,245 Standard Easier
13 83,15 83,145 Easy Easier
14 85,92 85,915 Easy Easier
15 85,02 85,035 Easy Easier

Average score 66,38 66,383 Standard Easier

Table 3 The Result of the Readability Score in English Textbooks by the Government

Text code Readability score Calculation by the Interrater Level Quality for 10th grade
1 79,39 79,385 Fairly easy Easier
2 58,20 58,195 Fairly difficult Appropriate
3 56,32 56,315 Fairly difficult Appropriate
4 63,35 63,345 Standard Easier
5 51,04 51,035 Fairly difficult Appropriate
6 40,16 40,155 Difficult Harder
7 45,26 45,255 Difficult Harder
8 77,87 77,865 Fairly easy Easier
9 45,04 45,035 Difficult Harder
10 43,04 43,065 Difficult Harder
11 62,69 62,685 Standard Easier
12 74,75 74,745 Fairly easy Easier
13 77,10 77,095 Fairly easy Easier

Average score 59,32 59,321 Fairly difficult Appropriate
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level of the text is at a ‘difficult’ level. Therefore, the 
text is harder for 10th-grade students in senior high 
school. Text 8 is 77,87, which means that the difficulty 
level of the text is at a ‘fairly easy’ level. Therefore, 
the text is easier for 10th-grade students in senior high 
school. Text 9 is 45,04, which means that the difficulty 
level of the text is at a ‘difficult’ level. Therefore, the 
text is harder for 10th-grade students in senior high 
school.

The result of text 10 is 43,07, which means that 
the difficulty level of the text is at a ‘difficult’ level. 
Therefore, the text is harder for 10th-grade students in 
senior high school. Text 11 is 62,69, which means that 
the difficulty level of the text is at a ‘standard’ level. 
Therefore, the text is easier for 10th-grade students 
in senior high school. The result of text 12 is 74,75, 
which means that the difficulty level of the text is at a 
‘fairly easy’ level. Therefore, the text is easier for 10th-
grade students in senior high school. The result of text 
13 was 77,10, which meant that the difficulty level of 
the text was at a “fairly easy” level. Therefore, the text 
is easier for 10th-grade students in senior high school.

In summary, three reading passages are suitable 
for 10th-grade students of senior high school. Those 
reading passages are text 2, text 3, and text 5. The 
readability levels of those five reading passages are at 
a ‘fairly difficult’ level. Furthermore, Table 4 compares 
Pathway to English grade X by Erlangga publisher 
and the English textbook Bahasa Inggris grade X by 
the government.

Table 4 compares the English textbook Pathway 
to English grade X by Erlangga and the English 
textbook Bahasa Inggris grade X by the government. 
The differences in the total text found in these 
textbooks can be seen. The first textbook provides 15 
reading passages, while the second textbook provides 
13 reading passages. Likewise, the result of the average 
readability score in the first textbook is 66,38, which is 
at the ‘standard’ level; the readability score is between 
60 and 70 based on Flesch Reading Ease. Therefore, 
the average score of the first English textbook points 
out that the texts are easier for 10th-grade students in 
senior high school.

On the other hand, the average readability score 
in the second textbook is 59,32, which is in the ‘fairly 
difficult’ level; the readability score is between 50-60 
based on Flesch Reading Ease. Therefore, the second 
English textbook’s average score indicates that the 
texts are matched with 10th-grade students in senior 
high school.

The result findings of reading materials in the 
English textbook Pathway to English show that there 

are 15 reading passages categorized into five levels: 
the first category is an ‘easy’ level with three reading 
passages (20%) at this level. Therefore, based on the 
Flesch Reading Ease formula, the estimated reading 
grade is for 6th-grade students in elementary school. 
The readability score is between 80 to 90. The second 
category is a ‘fairly easy’ level; there are two reading 
passages (13%) at this level. The readability score 
is between 70 to 80. Therefore, based on the Flesch 
Reading Ease formula, the estimated reading grade is 
for 7th-grade students in junior high school. The third 
category is a ‘standard’ level; there are four reading 
passages (27%) at this level. The readability score 
is between 60 to 70. Therefore, based on the Flesch 
Reading Ease formula, the estimated reading grade is 
for 8th-grade students in junior high school. The fourth 
category is ‘fairly difficult’; there are five reading 
passages (33%) at this level. The readability score 
is between 50 to 60. Therefore, based on the Flesch 
Reading Ease formula, the estimated reading grade is 
for 10th to 12th-grade students of senior high school. 
The last category is a ‘difficult’ level, with one reading 
passage (7%) at this level. The readability score is 
between 30 to 50. Therefore, based on the Flesch 
Reading Ease formula, the estimated reading grade is 
for 13th to 16th grade or college students.

Meanwhile, the result findings of reading 
materials in the English textbook Bahasa Inggris by 
the government-grade X show that there are 13 reading 
passages categorized into four levels: the first category 
is a ‘fairly easy’ level with four reading passages 
(31%) at this level. The readability score is between 
70 to 80. Therefore, based on the Flesch Reading Ease 
formula, the estimated reading grade is for 7th-grade 
students in junior high school. The second category is 
a ‘standard’ level with two reading passages (15%) at 
this level. The readability score is between 60 to 70. 
Therefore, based on the Flesch Reading Ease formula, 
the estimated reading grade is for 8th to 9th-grade 
students in junior high school. The third category is 
a ‘fairly difficult’ level, with three reading passages 
(23%) at this level. The readability score is between 
50 to 60. Therefore, based on the Flesch Reading Ease 
formula, the estimated reading grade is for 10th to 12th-
grade students of senior high school. The last category 
is a ‘difficult’ level, with four reading passages (31%) 
at this level. The readability score is between 30 to 50. 
Therefore, based on the Flesch Reading Ease formula, 
the estimated reading grade is for 13th to 16th-grade or 
college students.

Overall, the result of the analysis of readability 
levels in the English textbook Pathway to English 

Table 4 The Comparison Between Two English Textbooks

Textbook Total of 
Text

Average Readability 
Score

Average Level Quality for 10th 
Grade

Pathway to English published by Erlangga 15 66,38 Standard Easier
Bahasa Inggris published by the government 13 59,32 Fairly difficult Appropriate



102 LINGUA CULTURA, Vol. 16 No. 1, July 2022, 97-104   

shows that there are five (33%) out of 15 texts which 
suitable with the level ‘fairly difficult’ estimated 
readability level for the 10th-grade senior high school 
based on the Flesch Reading Ease formula. Therefore, 
10 reading passages are considered unappropriated to 
10th-grade students since the readability score is above 
and under the readability level of 10th-grade students. 
On the other hand, the English textbook Bahasa Inggris 
grade X by the government shows that only three 
(23%) reading passages among 13 texts are suitable 
with the level ‘fairly difficult’ estimated readability 
level for the tenth grade of senior high school. While 
10 reading passages are unappropriated to senior high 
school students of tenth grade.

The results of the research are likely related to 
recent studies that have measured the readability level 
of reading materials in an English textbook. Handayani 
and Wirza (2021) have analyzed reading materials 
in Learning Daily English published by Grafindo 
Media Pratama grade five of elementary school and 
found five out of 13 reading texts are matched with 
the level of fifth elementary school students, while 
most of the texts are below and above the level of five 
grade students. Another research conducted by Hakim, 
Setyaningsih, and Cahyaningrum (2021) has shown 
that only one reading text matches with 10th-grade 
students of senior high school in the textbook English 
on Target grade X published by Erlangga.

Maryansyah (2016) has also conducted research 
about analyzing the readability of English reading 
texts for third-grade students in junior high school. 
The researcher employs Fry Readability Formula 
in collecting the data and measuring the readability. 
The final result of his research has revealed that the 
findings are not optimal; there are only six reading 
texts out of 63 texts that meet the grade of ninth-grade 
junior high school students. Therefore, the demanded 
reading grade level of the text should be the majority 
included in the textbook.

Similar to this, research conducted by Amer 
(2021) about lexical density and readability of 
secondary stage English textbooks in Jordan illustrates 
that the selected reading passages are easy to read. 
Amer (2021) has analyzed two English textbooks used 
in Jordan for 12th grade and 11th grade. He points out 
that the average readability score in English textbooks 
for 12th-grade is 65,58, which means the reading 
materials are appropriate for 8th to 9th-grade students. 
While the average readability score in the textbook for 
11th-grade is 70,97 indicates the reading materials are 
suitable for 7th-grade students.

This investigation is similar to Handayani, 
Furaidah, and Ivone (2020), who have investigated the 
readability level in the Erlangga textbook for 11th-grade 
students using Coh-Metrix as a tool for collecting the 
data. Their findings point out that the text with the 
lowest total number of sentences and the lowest total 
of words indicated the text is difficult, with two total 
sentences and 56 total words. Similar to this, the result 
findings by Suheri, Azhar, and Afrianto (2018) have 
also shown that the text with the lowest total number 

of sentences and the lowest total of words illustrating 
the text is difficult, with 10 total sentences and 141 
total number of words. Kadayat and Eika (2020) and 
Putri (2021) have added that the readability of a text 
is connected to sentence length. This is also supported 
by the finding of Kamarudin and Sugianto (2020) and 
Fata and Aprilya (2021), who have mentioned that 
readability is affected by sentence and word aspects of 
the materials.

Hidayatillah and Zainil (2020) have examined 
the readability of students’ textbooks used in the 
semantic and pragmatic courses in the English 
language. Based on their result, it is shown that 
the readability level of the textbook is difficult to 
comprehend by the students since there are several 
difficult words and unfamiliar words in the textbook. 
Thereby, it is supported by the findings by Odo (2018), 
who has examined the textbook used for pre-service 
EFL teachers. The main finding shows that the texts 
are excessively difficult for L2 readers to comprehend. 
Morales (2019) has also evaluated readability in 
Chilean EFL high school textbooks for 10th, 11th, and 
12th grades. The result proves that the readability of 
the texts used in textbooks for 10th and 12th grade is 
appropriate, but the texts used for 11th grade are highly 
difficult to read. Additionally, Owu-Ewie (2014) has 
analyzed four English textbooks used in Ghana. He has 
indicated that the majority of the texts are irrelevant to 
the students’ level. Owu-Ewie (2014) has mentioned 
that the complexity of the language used concerning 
the reader’s reading ability is a factor that makes 
reading texts unreadable. His research shows that 
most passages are above the student’s age; therefore, 
students might find it difficult to comprehend and read 
the reading materials in the textbook.

However, the comparison of the English 
textbook Pathway to English by Erlangga and the 
English textbook Bahasa Inggris by the government 
shows the difference in the average readability 
score and the average readability level. The average 
readability score in the English textbook Pathway to 
English is 66,38, which indicates the textbook is at a 
‘standard’ level. Appropriately, this textbook is below 
the readability level of tenth-grade students of senior 
high school based on Flesch Reading Ease. Meanwhile, 
the average readability score in the English textbook 
Bahasa Inggris by the government is 59,32, which 
indicates the textbook is at a ‘fairly difficult’ level. 
Thus, this textbook is considered relevant and readable 
for tenth-grade students of senior high school.

In the sense of the dissimilarity between the 
research and current research, it can be inferred that 
there are several studies with contrasting results 
with this research. Several recent studies mentioned 
previously indicate that the average readability 
levels of the texts are difficult to comprehend or 
read. Moreover, the average readability level in this 
research shows that the first textbook is easier, which 
is at a ‘standard’ level, and the second textbook is 
appropriate, which is at a ‘fairly difficult’ level.

To conclude, the English textbook Pathway 
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to English, published by Erlangga, is still readable 
for 10th-grade students in senior high school. This 
textbook can also be used for students in junior high 
school since the average readability level is at the 
‘standard’ level, and the estimated reading grade is for 
8th to 9th-grade students of senior high school. On the 
other hand, the average readability level is at a ‘fairly 
difficult’ level; therefore, the English textbook Bahasa 
Inggris by the government is appropriate for 10th to 
12th-grade students in senior high school.

The results of the research can provide crucial 
information to English teachers on how to choose 
and supply relevant reading materials based on 
students’ levels. Poor materials can negatively affect 
students’ interests, fluency, and motivation (Bojanic 
& Topalov, 2016). It also supports the result of recent 
research by Nanda and Azmy (2020), indicating that 
the implications of giving poor reading materials may 
cause to lack of motivation, poor English vocabulary, 
and low prior knowledge of students.

Therefore, the implications of the research 
propose that the texts that are appropriate for 10th-grade 
students should be used in the teaching and learning 
process. The passages that are below and above 
students’ level should be modified to adjust students’ 
reading levels; in addition, besides the use of English 
textbooks, a teacher can utilize students’ worksheets 
in giving reading materials. Moreover, result findings 
conducted by Anwar, Furwana, and Iksan (2020) have 
mentioned that the usage of students’ worksheets or 
known as LKPD, is remarkably beneficial for both 
teachers and students since it can support teachers in 
providing reading materials also encompasses many 
elements of reading, activities, and exercises.

CONCLUSIONS

The research aims to determine the level of 
readability of reading materials in the English textbook 
Pathway to English by Erlangga and the English 
textbook Bahasa Inggris published by the government 
for grade X of senior high school. After utilizing 
Flesch Reading Ease to analyze the data of reading 
materials, it is discovered that the English textbook 
Pathway to English published by Erlangga has five 
readability levels: easy (three reading passages), fairly 
easy (two reading passages), standard (four reading 
passages), fairly difficult (five reading passages), and 
difficult (one reading passage). In the meanwhile, 
there are four readability levels in the English textbook 
Bahasa Inggris published by the government: fairly 
easy level (four reading passages), standard level (two 
reading passages), fairly difficult level (three reading 
passages), and difficult level (four reading passages).

It is found that in the first textbook, there are 
five texts out of 15 texts which is relevant to 10th-grade 
students of senior high school. Likewise, three out of 
13 texts in the second textbook are relevant to 10th-
grade students of senior high school.

Also, the average readability score in the first 

textbook is 66,38, which indicates the reading texts 
are at a ‘standard’ level, which is easier for 10th-grade 
students in senior high school. Therefore, the textbook 
is appropriate for 8th to 9th-grade students in junior 
high school. Likewise, the average readability score in 
the second textbook is 59,32, which shows the reading 
texts are at a ‘fairly difficult’ level that matches with 
10th-grade students.

In relation to results and discussion, sentence 
length and word aspects of the materials are connected 
to readability. Therefore, vocabulary and word 
complexity have also influenced the readability. 
Furthermore, the findings of the research have several 
implications, the passages that are appropriate for 
10th-grade students should be used in the teaching 
and learning process; the passages that are below and 
above students’ level should be modified to adjust 
students’ reading levels; teachers can utilize student’s 
worksheet to supply reading materials for students; 
also, to supply a proper text, teachers may create 
additional reading passages which have been analyzed 
with readability formula.

Moreover, the findings of the research can be 
insight and reference to teachers and other researchers 
regarding the readability of the textbook, as well as 
provide information to English teachers in choosing 
the reading materials. For that reason, the stakeholder 
and teachers must be genuinely aware of selecting the 
proper English textbook that contains suitable reading 
passages for students. Therefore, if the textbooks used 
are low readability, the school may add supplementary 
materials to support students in enhancing their reading 
skills. Additionally, an author of textbooks may utilize 
the readability level to publish an adequate textbook 
based on students’ level.

The research has several limitations, which 
emphasize assessing the readability level of reading 
material in two different English textbooks. Another 
limitation is that the data analysis is only calculated by 
the Flesch Reading Ease formula. Therefore, further 
studies may utilize two or more readability formulas to 
expand the research to strengthen the findings. Thus, 
further researchers can utilize different textbooks 
by other publishers of the higher educational level. 
Additionally, further research is recommended to 
assess the readability of reading material based on 
students’ perceptions.
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