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Abstract

Indonesia’s religiously diverse society requires Islamic Religious Education (IRE) to cultivate both
religious commitment and respect for difference. This study examines multicultural values in the 2021
Grade 11 IRE and Character Education textbook used as the core learning resource in an Islamic boarding
school-integrated vocational upper secondary school in Mojokerto, Indonesia. A directed qualitative
content analysis of all 331 instructional pages across ten chapters used four core codes: tolerance,
deliberative participation, equality, and justice. Tolerance is the most explicit value, especially through
religious harmony and protection of human life. The text also promotes peaceful preaching, respectful
disagreement, social-media ethics, gender equality and educational rights, and justice in civic
governance. However, values are unevenly distributed and are more consistently assessed as individual
moral commitments than as observable practices of equitable participation. The analysis identifies a
textbook-task-assessment alignment gap: discussion and collaborative activities are present, but explicit
assessment criteria for non-discrimination, inclusive voice, and the handling of prejudice are limited.
The study contributes a value-to-pedagogy framework for curriculum refinement and teacher
development that connects IRE with student dignity, social cohesion, and educational welfare.

Keywords: Character Education; Equitable Participation; Islamic Religious Education; Multicultural
Education; Religious Moderation; Textbook Analysis; Vocational Secondary Education.
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INTRODUCTION

Inclusive education is not limited to learners’ physical access to school; it requires curriculum
and pedagogy that secure recognition, dignity, participation, and fairness across social, cultural,
religious, and economic differences. Multicultural education provides a useful framework
because it connects knowledge selection, classroom interaction, institutional climate, and
unequal relations of power rather than positioning diversity as an occasional celebration [1],
(2], [3]-

This concern is particularly salient in Indonesia, where cultural plurality, religious
identification, regional identities, and unequal access to social resources shape students’
educational experiences. A meta-analysis of Indonesian multicultural-education scholarship
confirms that diversity-oriented learning remains a sustained educational priority, while
research on pesantren (Islamic boarding schools) shows that multicultural commitments must
be translated into daily educational practice to influence social relations [4], [5]. In Islamic
Religious Education (IRE), the formal subject historically labelled Pendidikan Agama Islam
dan Budi Pekerti, textbooks are especially influential because they establish the moral
language, illustrations, cases, and assessment prompts through which learners interpret
difference. Studies of IRE textbooks have shown that messages of religious moderation and
multiculturalism can be present at the level of content while remaining insufficiently
contextualised or pedagogically operationalised [6], [7].

Islamic education offers substantive ethical resources for multicultural learning. In
Indonesian scholarship, tolerance (fasamuh), equality (al-musawah), justice (al-adalah),
deliberation (shura), peace, and human dignity are frequently advanced as interdependent
foundations for inclusive religious education [8], [9], [10], [11]. Recent research also indicates
that the purposeful integration of multicultural values can strengthen tolerance and inclusivity
when students are invited to interpret real social differences, cooperate across perspectives, and
deliberate about ethical dilemmas rather than only memorise normative propositions [12], [13],
[14], [15].

The Indonesian literature further emphasizes that tolerance is not formed by text alone.
It is shaped by intellectual humility, local wisdom, religious literacy, authority relations, and
the institutional climate in which students encounter one another [16], [17], [18], [19]. The
implication for IRE is clear: a textbook must not merely state values; it must also provide
pedagogical pathways and assessment opportunities through which learners practice respectful
disagreement, fair participation, and responsibility for others. This requirement is particularly
relevant for vocational upper secondary education, where students are preparing for
participation in diverse workplaces and communities. It also applies to Islamic boarding
school-integrated vocational secondary schools, where formal learning and character formation
coexist within a shared institutional environment.

Although the original thesis proposal was framed as an implementation study in an
Islamic boarding school-integrated vocational secondary school in Mojokerto, it does not
include verified classroom observations, interviews, or school documents. A field-
implementation claim would therefore be methodologically indefensible. This article resolves
that evidentiary boundary by examining the complete textbook that forms the proposed
instructional basis. The study asks: (1) How are tolerance, deliberative participation, equality,
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and justice represented in the Grade 11 IRE and Character Education textbook? (2) What
learning and assessment pathways does the textbook provide for translating those values into
equitable participation? This focus preserves the substantive purpose of the original proposal
while producing a complete, verifiable research article grounded in an accessible primary
corpus.

The article contributes three advances. First, it adopts internationally intelligible
terminology while retaining the Indonesian educational context: IRE for the subject, vocational
upper secondary school for SMK, and Islamic boarding school-integrated school for SMK
Pesantren Terpadu. Second, it distinguishes the representation of a value from the pedagogical
task and assessment mechanism that might enact it. Third, it links textbook design to student
dignity, safe voice, and social cohesion, thereby situating the analysis within education and
social-welfare concerns. These priorities are consistent with culturally responsive and equity-
oriented approaches that expect curriculum to make learners’ identities and participation
consequential to learning [20], [21], [22], [23], [24].

METHODS

Research Design

This study employed a directed qualitative content analysis of the official Grade 11 IRE and
Character Education textbook published by Indonesia’s Ministry of Education, Culture,
Research, and Technology in 2021. Directed content analysis was selected because the study
began with theoretically defined values from the original proposal but retained the capacity to
identify contextual mechanisms through which those values were represented and
pedagogically activated [25], [26], [27]. The design is documentary rather than field-based: it
does not make claims about teacher behaviour, student attitudes, or school culture.

Terminological Standardisation

Table 1. Internationally Readable Terms Used in This Article

Original Term Used in This Article Scope of Meaning
Indonesian Term
Pendidikan Agama  Islamic Religious Education = The school subject combines

Islam dan Budi and Character Education Islamic knowledge, ethics, and
Pekerti (IRECE); shortened to character formation.
Islamic Religious Education
(IRE)
SMK Vocational upper secondary  Upper-secondary institution
school preparing students for vocational
and further-education pathways.
SMK Pesantren Islamic boarding school- A vocational school whose formal
Terpadu integrated vocational upper  education is integrated with Islamic
secondary school boarding-school character
formation.
Kurikulum Merdeka Merdeka Curriculum Indonesia’s competency-oriented

national curriculum framework.
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Original Term Used in This Article Scope of Meaning
Indonesian Term

Profil Pelajar Pancasila Student Profile Indonesia’s national learner-

Pancasila character framework, including
global diversity and mutual
cooperation.

Budi Pekerti Character education / ethical ~The subject’s moral and relational

formation dimension.

Corpus and Unit of Analysis

The corpus was the complete 2021 textbook Pendidikan Agama Islam dan Budi Pekerti untuk
SMA/SMK Kelas XI, authored by Abd. Rahman and Hery Nugroho. The book contains 340
numbered pages. The analytic corpus comprised the ten instructional chapters (pp. 1-331);
publisher front matter and the bibliography were excluded. A meaning unit was defined as a
substantive narrative passage, visual prompt, activity instruction, reflection item, assessment
item, or character-application statement that represented at least one core value. Repeated
running headers, chapter titles, bibliography entries, and duplicated answer-format instructions

were not coded.

Table 2. Structure of the Analytic Corpus

Chapter Printed Primary Topic Multicultural Relevance
Pages

1 1-32 Critical thinking and Reasoned inquiry and respectful
science/technology intellectual engagement.

2 33-64 Faith through promises, Ethical speech and protection of
gratitude, speech, and others’ dignity.
privacy

3 65-98 Preventing student Non-violence, care, and social
violence, alcohol misuse, responsibility.
and drugs

4 99-136 Peaceful preaching, Peaceful persuasion, consultation,
sermons, and religious and gender-inclusive preaching
communication roles.

5 137-174  Indonesian scholars with ~ Plural national identity, global
global influence engagement, and coexistence.

6 175-210 Religious harmony, The textbook’s most explicit

tolerance, and protection
of human life

treatment of tolerance, justice, and
dignity.

7 211-232 Honour, sincerity, Personal dignity and self-regulation.

modesty, and asceticism

8 233-256 Ethics of social-media Respectful disagreement, anti-hate-

use speech, and digital responsibility.

9 257-292  Marriage in Islam Rights, responsibilities, legal
protections, and gender
representation.

10 293-331 Islamic civilisation in the ~ Educational rights, gender equality,

modern period

civic justice, and reform.
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Coding Framework and Analytic Procedure

The codebook was derived from the four values explicitly prioritised in the original proposal:
tolerance, democracy, equality, and justice. To avoid a culturally narrow use of democracy, the
term deliberative participation is used in the analysis to capture consultation, discussion,
reasoned disagreement, shared decision-making, and learners’ opportunities to contribute.
Each meaning unit was coded as explicit when the value was directly named or prescribed, and
contextual when the value was communicated through an example, case, historical narrative,
image, or task. Units could receive more than one code. The full corpus was coded in a first
pass, reviewed in a second pass against page-level evidence, and recorded in an audit matrix.
This procedure follows established guidance on qualitative content analysis, transparent
thematic coding, and documentary trustworthiness [25], [26], [27], [28], [29].

Table 3. Directed Codebook for the Textbook Analysis

Core Value Operational Definition Textual and Pedagogical Indicators

Tolerance Respect for people who hold ~ Recognition of religious difference;
different beliefs, opinions, respectful disagreement; anti-hate-
identities, or practices without speech; non-violence; peaceful
compromising one’s own coexistence.
convictions.

Deliberative The use of consultation, Musyawarah; discussion; listening to

participation dialogue, group discussion, views; collaborative inquiry; group
reasoned argument, and roles; feedback.
shared task allocation to reach
ethical decisions.

Equality Recognition of equal human Male-female learning roles; rights to
dignity, educational education; human dignity; equal
opportunity, or participatory standing; protection from exclusion.
worth across gender and
social difference.

Justice Fairness in social relations, Fair treatment; legal protection; rights

rights, governance, and the
protection of life.

and duties; civic justice; rejection of
inequity and harm.

Trustworthiness and Ethics

Trustworthiness was supported through a complete-corpus approach, an explicit codebook,
page-level audit records, re-reading of coded units, and deliberate attention to disconfirming
evidence, including passages that present gendered roles without an explicit equality frame.
The study involved no human participants, private school records, or identifiable personal data;
therefore, formal participant consent was not required. The analysis is reported as a
documentary interpretation and does not infer students’ or teachers’ beliefs. These practices
are consistent with established principles for qualitative reporting and trustworthiness [30],
[31], [32].

Pendidikan
Indonesia
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Results
Corpus Profile and Overall Pattern of Value Representation
The analysis covered 331 instructional pages organised into ten chapters. Across the corpus,
58 unique meaning units were identified as carrying one or more multicultural values,
producing 70 coded instances because several units represented multiple values
simultaneously. The overall pattern was uneven rather than uniform. Tolerance was the
dominant and most explicit value, with its clearest concentration in Chapter 6, followed by
peaceful communication in Chapter 4 and digital interaction in Chapter 8. Deliberative
participation was spread across chapters but was usually embedded in discussion instructions
rather than framed as a right to student voice. Equality was visible in selected gender and
educational-rights narratives, especially in Chapters 4 and 10, while justice was most often
articulated through the protection of life, fair governance, and the ethical treatment of others.
The distribution is summarised in Table 4.

Table 4. Distribution of Multicultural Value Codes across the Textbook

Core Value Coded  Most Prominent Interpretive Pattern
Instances Chapters
Tolerance 23 4,6,and 8 Most explicit. Connects peaceful

religious communication,
interreligious respect, protection of
life, and digital ethics.

Deliberative 15 4,6,8,and 9 Present mainly through consultation,

participation discussion, group work, and respectful
disagreement.

Equality 18 4,9,and 10 Visible through gender participation,

educational rights, legal rights, and
shared human dignity; not consistently
framed as anti-discrimination.

Justice 14 4,6,and 10 Articulated through justice in
governance, fair treatment, protection
of life, and the rights of others.

Total coded 70 All 10 chapters 58 unique meaning units; multiple

instances coding was permitted.

Tolerance and the Protection of Human Dignity
Tolerance is the most fully developed multicultural value in the textbook. Chapter 6 is
explicitly dedicated to religious harmony, tolerance, and the protection of human life. Its
learning objectives require students to understand tolerance, care for others, peace, nationalism,
and responsibility; its subsequent narrative links these values to the Medina Charter, freedom
of religion, justice for religious and ethnic communities, and social peace (pp. 176-179). The
chapter differentiates internal tolerance among Muslims from external tolerance across
religious communities, while stressing respectful conduct, fairness toward people of different
faiths in social life, and the preservation of each person’s right to life (pp. 187-203).

The representation of tolerance is not confined to a single chapter. Chapter 4 frames
religious communication as persuasive, peaceful, courteous, and attentive to others’ opinions,
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rather than coercive or hostile (pp. 105-126). Chapter 8 extends this ethic into digital spaces by
instructing learners to avoid hoaxes, hate speech, SARA-based insults (ethnic, religious, racial,
and intergroup hostility), intolerance, and radicalising messages; it explicitly asks users to
respect others when disagreements arise in online groups (pp. 247-251). These cross-chapter
links position tolerance as an ethical practice of communication, not merely an abstract
interfaith ideal.

Dignity Deliberative Participation: Strong Activity Prompts, Limited Voice Criteria
The textbook repeatedly uses deliberation and discussion as learning mechanisms. Chapter 4
instructs learners to pursue consultation and discussion in religious communication, including
when opinions differ (pp. 109, 114, 125, and 130). Chapters 6, 8, and 9 employ group
discussion, task allocation, reflection, and collaborative outputs such as presentations or mind
maps (pp. 209, 248-252, and 292). The book therefore recognises that ethical learning requires
more than solitary recall; students are invited to articulate reasons, exchange perspectives, and
complete shared products.

Nevertheless, deliberative participation is more visible as a teaching technique than as
a protected participation norm. The activities request group work and consultation, but the book
does not provide a dedicated assessment descriptor for equitable turn-taking, listening to
marginalised views, responding to prejudicial statements, or repairing interpersonal harm. This
indicates that the text offers an entry point for dialogic pedagogy while leaving teachers to
make the principles of inclusive voice explicit in classroom facilitation and evaluation.

Equality, Gender Representation, and Educational Rights

Equality appears through several, partly divergent, representations. Chapter 4 visualises both
male and female religious communicators and names both dai and daiyah (male and female
preachers), establishing a basic recognition of women’s participation in religious
communication (pp. 102, 107, and 123). Chapter 10 offers the most explicit equality language:
it presents education as a right for all groups, states that women and men have equal standing,
and connects gender equality with women’s emancipation and social reform (pp. 304-307).
The same chapter also links equality to civic governance and to intellectual renewal, widening
the discussion beyond interpersonal politeness.

However, the equality pattern is not fully consistent. Chapter 9 discusses marriage in
terms of mutual rights and obligations and notes the equal statutory minimum marriage age for
women and men (pp. 263, 275, 284, and 290). At the same time, several legal-role descriptions
are presented through gender-differentiated responsibilities, such as male guardianship and
differentiated duties in marriage. The finding is therefore not that the textbook is uniformly
egalitarian or uniformly exclusionary. Rather, it contains significant equality resources,
especially in education and public participation, while requiring teachers to facilitate careful
discussion of gender, consent, dignity, rights, and responsibility so that legal content is not
simplified into fixed hierarchy.

Justice, Peaceful Governance, and Social Responsibility
Justice is represented as a social rather than merely procedural value. Chapter 4 links peaceful
religious communication with fairness, wise leadership, and the resolution of disputes in ways
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that are just and peace-building (pp. 126 and 134). Chapter 6 integrates justice with the Medina
Charter, rights recognition, fair treatment of people of different religions, and the preservation
of human life (pp. 178-179, 189, and 198). Here, justice is directly connected to human dignity:
protecting one life is presented as safeguarding humanity more broadly.

Chapter 10 reinforces justice through civic thought. It describes education as a right,
governance as an arena that must be administered fairly under law, and reformist thought as a
source of equality and justice (pp. 304, 316, and 324). Chapter 8 adds an important digital
dimension by urging fairness toward people or groups discussed online before judgment is
made (p. 237). Taken together, these units create a strong ethical rationale for social
responsibility. Yet they are generally assessed through reflection, knowledge questions, and
personal commitments rather than through documented actions such as responding to
exclusion, contributing to safe dialogue, or designing an anti-discrimination intervention.

Textbook-to-Task-to-Assessment Alignment

Figure 1. Textbook-to-Participation Alignment Model Derived from the Content Analysis

Core values Textual representation
Tolerance | Equality Narratives, examples,
Justice | Deliberation legal-ethical claims

Equitable participation
Dignity, safety, respectful
disagreement, social cohesion

.

Assessment pathway
Self-assessment, knowledge
questions, group output

Discussion, reflection,

Learning mediation
collaborative tasks

Figure 1 synthesises the central result. The textbook contains substantive textual
resources for multicultural IRE, and it provides several active-learning prompts. However, the
assessment pathway does not consistently translate the four values into observable indicators
of equitable participation. This alignment gap is the key document-level finding: values are
strongly represented in moral exposition, partially enacted through tasks, and weakly specified
in assessment criteria.

Table 5. Pedagogical Affordances and Gaps in the Multicultural Sections of the Textbook

Textbook Observed Contribution to Unresolved Gap
Component Evidence Multicultural IRE
Narratives and ~ Medina Charter, Supplies a clear moral Some complex
ethical peaceful preaching, vocabulary and historical-  issues are described
exposition protection of life, religious justification for normatively without
gender equality, social cohesion. situated
and civic justice. contemporary cases.
Discussion and  Consultation, group Creates opportunities for No explicit
collaborative discussion, dialogue, reasoning, and safeguards for equal
tasks presentations, shared work. voice, respectful
social-media dissent, or the
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Textbook Observed Contribution to Unresolved Gap

Component Evidence Multicultural IRE
discussion rules, inclusion of quieter
and mind maps. students.
Self-reflection  Statements about Encourages personal Primarily self-
and character respecting ethical commitment. reported; limited
application difference, avoiding criteria for
hate speech, and observable relational
contributing to practice.
group discussion.
Knowledge and  Recall questions, Can assess comprehension  No specific rubric
performance written responses, and basic application. was identified for
assessment and group products. non-discrimination,
equitable
participation,
prejudice response,
or conflict repair.
Discussion

Interpreting the Textbook’s Multicultural Architecture

The findings show that the Grade 11 IRE textbook contains a meaningful multicultural
architecture rather than a superficial reference to diversity. This is most evident in its sustained
treatment of tolerance, peaceful communication, human life, and online ethics. The pattern is
consistent with studies that identify religious moderation and multicultural values as important
components of IRE materials, but it also refines that literature by showing where values are
concentrated and how they travel across thematic units [6], [7], [8], [12]. The dominance of
Chapter 6 confirms the centrality of tolerance in Indonesian IRE, while the connections to
Chapter 4 and Chapter 8 demonstrate that the text also frames tolerance as a communicative
and digital ethic.

The result is aligned with scholarship arguing that multicultural Islamic education
should combine religious commitment with respect for plurality, social responsibility, and non-
violent public engagement [9], [10], [33], [34]. It also converges with research on religious
moderation in Indonesian educational institutions, which shows that moderation becomes
educationally meaningful when it is connected to concrete practices of dialogue, fairness, and
everyday interaction [13], [14], [15], [16], [17]. In this textbook, the use of the Medina Charter,
the injunction to protect human life, and the rejection of online hate speech offer particularly
useful bridges between Islamic ethical sources and contemporary civic life.

From Value Presence to Pedagogical Enactment

The main limitation identified in the content analysis is not the absence of values but the
incomplete alignment among value representation, learning activity, and assessment. The
textbook asks students to discuss, collaborate, reflect, and create outputs, yet it does not
consistently state how teachers should recognise equitable participation, address discriminatory
comments, or assess students’ ability to manage disagreement constructively. This result
supports the wider inclusive-education literature, which cautions that formal commitments to
inclusion are insufficient when participation structures and assessment practices remain
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unspecified [2], [3], [24]. It also supports culturally responsive scholarship that expects
teachers to make student identity, voice, and knowledge consequential to classroom
participation rather than treating them as background attributes [20], [21], [22], [23].

The textbook therefore should be read as a resource with pedagogical affordances, not
as a self-executing multicultural curriculum. Teachers in Islamic boarding school-integrated
vocational secondary schools can convert its affordances into practice by using case-based
dialogue, rotating group roles, structured listening protocols, evidence-based disagreement,
and feedback criteria that recognise respect, fairness, and responsibility. These strategies are
compatible with studies of multicultural IRE learning design and cooperative learning, which
highlight the importance of integrating values into curriculum, teaching methods, and
evaluation rather than treating them as discrete moral messages [35], [36], [37].

Novelty and Theoretical Contribution

The novelty of this study lies in its textbook-task-assessment alignment model. Previous studies
have commonly asked whether multicultural or moderation values are present in IRE materials,
or they have focused on classroom implementation without tracing the curricular mechanism
that supports it. This study integrates the two concerns at the document level by examining: (a)
the explicit and contextual representation of values, (b) the learning tasks that can mediate
them, and (c) the assessment descriptors that can make them observable. The analysis thereby
distinguishes symbolic inclusion from pedagogically actionable inclusion.

The model also contributes an international vocabulary for interpreting a locally
grounded curriculum. The text’s core concern is not a generic notion of tolerance; it is a four-
value configuration of tolerance, deliberative participation, equality, and justice. In this
configuration, tolerance protects difference; deliberative participation protects voice; equality
protects standing; and justice protects fair treatment and human dignity. These values become
educationally consequential only when they are connected to learning activities and
assessment. This framework is especially relevant to faith-based vocational education because
students are simultaneously developing religious identity, interpersonal competence, civic
responsibility, and preparedness for diverse social and occupational environments.

Implications for Curriculum, Teaching, and Student Welfare

At the curriculum level, the textbook would be strengthened by contemporary cases involving
online hostility, gendered exclusion, workplace diversity, disability, economic inequality, and
intergroup conflict. These cases should require students to use Islamic ethical sources to reason
through competing claims, not merely reproduce approved statements. Such refinement is
consistent with studies advocating a multicultural IRE curriculum, educational equity, and
values-based learning that are responsive to students’ lived social realities [38], [39], [40].

At the teaching level, teacher-development programmes should help IRE teachers
facilitate discussions in which disagreement is permissible but personal humiliation is not. A
practical rubric can assess four indicators: respectful listening, evidence-based reasoning,
equitable contribution, and repair after harmful speech. In vocational upper secondary schools,
these indicators can be integrated with workplace communication, teamwork, civic readiness,
and digital professionalism. For an Islamic boarding school-integrated context, they can also
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inform dormitory mentoring and peer support, provided that no individual student’s religious
commitment is judged through superficial conformity.

At the institutional level, the findings matter for student welfare. A curriculum that
explicitly promotes dignity, safe voice, and fair treatment can support social belonging and
reduce the normalisation of exclusionary interaction. This implication resonates with research
that links multicultural Islamic education, social cohesion, and the prevention of radicalising
or hostile orientations in Islamic educational settings [14], [18], [19], [41]. The most immediate
recommendation is therefore to embed the four-value rubric in lesson planning and assessment,
beginning with Chapters 4, 6, 8, and 10, where the textbook already provides the strongest
textual foundation.

CONCLUSION

This study demonstrates that the Grade 11 IRE and Character Education textbook contains a
substantial, though uneven, multicultural resource base. Tolerance is the most explicit value,
reinforced through religious harmony, protection of life, peaceful preaching, and social-media
ethics. Deliberative participation, equality, and justice are also present through consultation,
gender participation, educational rights, civic fairness, and human dignity. The textbook’s
central limitation is an alignment gap: it provides values and several learning activities but few
explicit assessment criteria for equitable voice, non-discrimination, prejudice response, and
conflict repair. The study’s contribution is a textbook-task-assessment alignment model that
translates multicultural values into actionable curriculum and teaching priorities. For Islamic
boarding school-integrated vocational secondary education, this model can guide IRE toward
stronger social cohesion, student dignity, and equitable participation without reducing Islamic
ethical commitments to abstract slogans.

LIMITATIONS

The study is limited to a single public textbook and does not claim that its values are enacted
consistently in classrooms, boarding-school life, or student interactions. Content analysis can
establish the availability and organisation of curricular resources, but it cannot establish
teachers’ pedagogical choices, learners’ interpretations, or welfare outcomes. The coding was
conducted by one analyst, although page-level auditing, full-corpus coverage, and attention to
contradictory gender representations were used to strengthen transparency. Future research
should examine how the alignment model operates across multiple Islamic boarding school-
integrated vocational schools through classroom observation, teacher interviews, student focus
groups, assessment artefacts, and longitudinal evidence of participation and belonging.

AUTHOR INFORMATION

Corresponding Author
Ariffah Nargis Tasliyah — Department of Islamic Religious Education, Universitas Yudharta
Pasuruan (Indonesia);
orcid.org/0009-0008-2584-4951
Email: ariffahtasliyah@gmail.com

428 | WISE !cionasen


https://orcid.org/0009-0008-2584-4951
mailto:202569160016@yudharta.ac.id

Authors
Ariffah Nargis Tasliyah — Department of Islamic Religious Education, Universitas Yudharta
Pasuruan (Indonesia);

orcid.org/0009-0008-2584-4951
Munif — Department of Islamic Religious Education, Universitas Yudharta Pasuruan
(Indonesia);

orcid.org/0009-0009-3018-6655
Askhabul Kirom — Department of Islamic Religious Education, Universitas Yudharta
Pasuruan (Indonesia);

orcid.org/0000-0002-1450-052X
Mochammad Faiz Sholichin — Department of Islamic Religious Education, Universitas KH.
Abdul Chalim Mojokerto (Indonesia);

orcid.org/0009-0007-3104-2405

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTION

A.N.T. led the conceptualization of the study, developed the methodology, conducted the
investigation and document analysis, curated the data, prepared the visualizations, and wrote
the original manuscript draft. M. and A.K. contributed to the conceptualization and
methodological design, provided academic supervision, and critically reviewed the manuscript
to strengthen its theoretical coherence and scholarly quality. M.F.S. supported the formal
analysis, data curation, validation of the findings, preparation of visual materials, and
manuscript editing. All authors reviewed and approved the final version of the manuscript and
agreed to be accountable for its content.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST

"The authors declare no conflict of interest."

DECLARATION OF USE OF AI IN SCIENTIFIC WRITING

The authors used generative Al-assisted language support during manuscript preparation to
improve grammar, readability, structure, and citation formatting. The authors reviewed and
edited all generated material, verified the reported findings against the study records, and
remain fully responsible for the accuracy, integrity, and final content of the manuscript.

REFERENCES

[1] J. A. Banks, “Multicultural education: Historical development, dimensions, and
practice,” Review of Research in Education, vol. 19, pp. 3-49, 1993.
https://doi.org/10.2307/1167339

[2] M. Ainscow, “Promoting inclusion and equity in education: Lessons from international
experiences,” Nordic Journal of Studies in Educational Policy, vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 7-16,
2020. https://doi.org/10.1080/20020317.2020.1729587

[3] A. M. Amor, M. Hagiwara, K. A. Shogren, J. R. Thompson, M. A. Verdugo, K. M.
Burke, and V. Aguayo, “International perspectives and trends in research on inclusive

429 | WISE isness


https://orcid.org/0009-0008-2584-4951
https://orcid.org/0009-0009-3018-6655
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1450-052X
https://orcid.org/0009-0007-3104-2405
https://doi.org/10.2307/1167339
https://doi.org/10.1080/20020317.2020.1729587

[4]

[5]

[6]

[7]

[8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

430 |

education: A systematic review,” International Journal of Inclusive Education, vol. 23,
no. 12, pp. 1277-1295, 2019. https://doi.org/10.1080/13603116.2018.1445304

K. Jayadi, A. Abduh, and M. Basri, “A meta-analysis of multicultural education
paradigm in Indonesia,” Heliyon, vol. 8, no. 1, Art. no. e08828, 2022.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2022.e08828

Raihani, “Report on multicultural education in pesantren,” Compare: A Journal of
Comparative and International Education, vol. 42, no. 4, pp. 585-605, 2012.
https://doi.org/10.1080/03057925.2012.672255

R. Mulyana, “Religious moderation in Islamic religious education textbook and
implementation in Indonesia,” HTS Teologiese Studies/Theological Studies, vol. 79, no.
1, 2023. https://doi.org/10.4102/hts.v7911.8592

H. Hajiannor, M. M. Nor, and M. Kurdi, “Analysis of the content and accuracy of
multicultural values in Islamic Religious Education and Moral textbook,” AL-ISHLAH:
Jurnal Pendidikan, vol. 15, no. 1, pp- 211-218, 2023.
https://doi.org/10.35445/alishlah.v1511.2859

P. Z. Muntaha and I. S. Wekke, “Paradigma pendidikan Islam multikultural:
Keberagamaan Indonesia dalam keberagaman,” Intizar, vol. 23, no. 1, pp. 17-39, 2017.
https://doi.org/10.19109/intizar.v23i1.1279

J. Assayuthi, “Urgensi pembelajaran Pendidikan Agama Islam multikultural,” Atthulab:
Islamic Religion Teaching and Learning Journal, vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 240-254, 2020.
https://doi.org/10.15575/ath.v5i2.8336

Z. Syahbudin and M. Hanafi, “The model of learning design based on Islamic
multicultural education to prevent conflicts of behavior,” Jurnal Pendidikan Islam, vol.
3, no. 2, pp. 155-168, 2018. https://doi.org/10.15575/jpi.v3i2.1279

I. Mardhiah, A. Hadiyanto, A. Amaliyah, and A. Hakam, “Developing learning
competencies of multicultural and local wisdom values-based Islamic Religious
Education in higher education in Indonesia,” Hayula: Indonesian Journal of
Multidisciplinary  Islamic ~ Studies, vol. 5, mno. 1, pp. 81-92, 2021.
https://doi.org/10.21009/005.01.04

M. Muhajir, U. Kultsum, M. M. Choiri, S. Mustonah, H. Kulkarni, and A. Karim,
“Integrating multicultural values to foster tolerance and inclusivity in Islamic Religious
Education,” Jurnal Pendidikan Islam, vol. 11, no. 1, pp. 17-32, 2025.
https://do1.org/10.15575/jp1.v1111.44607

M. Mugowim, Sibawaihi, and N. D. Alsulami, “Developing religious moderation in
Indonesian Islamic schools through the implementation of the values of Islam
wasatiyyah,” Jurnal Pendidikan Agama Islam, vol. 19, no. 2, pp. 207-222, 2022.
https://doi.org/10.14421/jpai.2022.192-03

B. Djamaluddin, S. Bahri, A. Halim, Nurlailah, and M. Chabibi, “Deradicalization
through multicultural Islamic Religious Education at the Islamic university,” Nazhruna:
Jurnal  Pendidikan  Islam, vol. 7, mno. 3, pp. 646-663, 2024.
https://doi.org/10.31538/nzh.v713.34

M. Wardi, M. U. Fithriyyah, Z. Fathorrahman, and T. Hidayat, “Implementation of
religious moderation values through strengthening diversity tolerance in madrasah,”
Jurnal  Pendidikan  Islam, vol. 9, mno. 2, pp. 241-254, 2023.
https://doi.org/10.15575/jp1.v912.27952

H. Pajarianto, 1. Pribadi, and N. S. Galugu, “Youth religious moderation model and
tolerance  strengthening through intellectual humility,” HTS Teologiese
Studies/Theological Studies, vol. 79, no. 1, 2023. https://doi.org/10.4102/hts.v7911.8196
H. Pajarianto, 1. Pribadi, and P. Sari, “Tolerance between religions through the role of
local wisdom and religious moderation,” HTS Teologiese Studies/Theological Studies,

Pendidikan
Indonesia


https://doi.org/10.1080/13603116.2018.1445304
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2022.e08828
https://doi.org/10.1080/03057925.2012.672255
https://doi.org/10.4102/hts.v79i1.8592
https://doi.org/10.35445/alishlah.v15i1.2859
https://doi.org/10.19109/intizar.v23i1.1279
https://doi.org/10.15575/ath.v5i2.8336
https://doi.org/10.15575/jpi.v3i2.1279
https://doi.org/10.21009/005.01.04
https://doi.org/10.15575/jpi.v11i1.44607
https://doi.org/10.14421/jpai.2022.192-03
https://doi.org/10.31538/nzh.v7i3.34
https://doi.org/10.15575/jpi.v9i2.27952
https://doi.org/10.4102/hts.v79i1.8196

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

431 |

vol. 78, no. 4, 2022. https://doi.org/10.4102/hts.v7814.7043

M. Nasir and M. K. Rijal, “Keeping the middle path: Mainstreaming religious
moderation through Islamic higher education institutions in Indonesia,” Indonesian
Journal of Islam and Muslim Societies, vol. 11, no. 2, pp. 213-241, 2021.
https://doi.org/10.18326/ijims.v11i2.213-241

M. 1. Helmy, A. D. J. Kubro, and M. Ali, “The understanding of Islamic moderation
(wasatiyyah al-Islam) and the hadiths on inter-religious relations in the Javanese
pesantrens,” Indonesian Journal of Islam and Muslim Societies, vol. 11, no. 2, pp. 377—
401, 2021. https://doi.org/10.18326/ijims.v11i2.377-401

Raihani, “A model of Islamic teacher education for social justice in Indonesia: A critical
pedagogy perspective,” Journal of Indonesian Islam, vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 163—186, 2020.
https://doi.org/10.15642/J11S.2020.14.1.163-186

G. Ladson-Billings, “Toward a theory of culturally relevant pedagogy,” American
Educational  Research  Journal, vol. 32, no. 3, pp. 465491, 1995.
https://doi.org/10.3102/00028312032003465

G. Gay, “Preparing for culturally responsive teaching,” Journal of Teacher Education,
vol. 53, no. 2, pp. 106116, 2002. https://doi.org/10.1177/0022487102053002003

P. C. Gorski, “What we’re teaching teachers: An analysis of multicultural teacher
education coursework syllabi,” Teaching and Teacher Education, vol. 25, no. 2, pp.
309-318, 20009. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2008.07.008

A. Van Mieghem, K. Verschueren, K. Petry, and E. Struyf, “An analysis of research on
inclusive education: A systematic search and meta review,” International Journal of
Inclusive Education, vol. 24, no. 6, pp.- 675-689, 2020.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13603116.2018.1482012

H.-F. Hsieh and S. E. Shannon, “Three approaches to qualitative content analysis,”
Qualitative  Health  Research, vol. 15, no. 9, pp. 1277-1288, 2005.
https://do1.org/10.1177/1049732305276687

S. Elo and H. Kyngis, “The qualitative content analysis process,” Journal of Advanced
Nursing, vol. 62, no. 1, pp. 107-115, 2008. https://doi.org/10.1111/].1365-
2648.2007.04569.x

V. Fereday and E. Muir-Cochrane, “Demonstrating rigor using thematic analysis: A
hybrid approach of inductive and deductive coding and theme development,”
International Journal of Qualitative Methods, vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 80-92, 2006.
https://doi.org/10.1177/160940690600500107

U. H. Graneheim and B. Lundman, “Qualitative content analysis in nursing research:
Concepts, procedures and measures to achieve trustworthiness,” Nurse Education
Today, vol. 24, no. 2, pp. 105-112, 2004. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nedt.2003.10.001

L. S. Nowell, J. M. Norris, D. E. White, and N. J. Moules, “Thematic analysis: Striving
to meet the trustworthiness criteria,” International Journal of Qualitative Methods, vol.
16, pp. 1-13, 2017. https://doi.org/10.1177/1609406917733847

B. C. O’Brien et al., “Standards for reporting qualitative research: A synthesis of
recommendations,” Academic Medicine, vol. 89, no. 9, pp. 1245-1251, 2014.
https://doi.org/10.1097/ACM.0000000000000388

A. K. Shenton, “Strategies for ensuring trustworthiness in qualitative research projects,”
Education for Information, vol. 22, no. 2, pp. 63-75, 2004. https://doi.org/10.3233/EFI-
2004-22201

I. Korstjens and A. Moser, “Series: Practical guidance to qualitative research. Part 4:
Trustworthiness and publishing,” European Journal of General Practice, vol. 24, no. 1,
pp. 120124, 2018. https://doi.org/10.1080/13814788.2017.1375092

K. Harto, “Model pengembangan pendidikan agama Islam berbasis multikultural,” A/-

Pendidikan
Indonesia


https://doi.org/10.4102/hts.v78i4.7043
https://doi.org/10.18326/ijims.v11i2.213-241
https://doi.org/10.18326/ijims.v11i2.377-401
https://doi.org/10.15642/JIIS.2020.14.1.163-186
https://doi.org/10.3102/00028312032003465
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022487102053002003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2008.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1080/13603116.2018.1482012
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049732305276687
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2648.2007.04569.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2648.2007.04569.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/160940690600500107
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nedt.2003.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/1609406917733847
https://doi.org/10.1097/ACM.0000000000000388
https://doi.org/10.3233/EFI-2004-22201
https://doi.org/10.3233/EFI-2004-22201
https://doi.org/10.1080/13814788.2017.1375092

Tahrir:  Jurnal Pemikiran Islam, vol. 14, no. 2, pp. 407430, 2014.
https://doi.org/10.21154/al-tahrir.v1412.122

[34] S. Sismanto and M. Riswadi, “Forms of cooperation between religions: A tafsir
perspective,” SYAMIL: Jurnal Pendidikan Agama Islam, vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 21-38, 2021.
https://doi.org/10.21093/sy.v911.3201

[35] M. Saharuddin and S. W. H. Das, “Multicultural-based Islamic Religious Education
learning design in Indonesia,” Nusantara Education, vol. 3, no. 2, pp. 11-20, 2024.
https://doi.org/10.66325/nusantaraeducation.v3i2.114

[36] M. Efendi and H. Lien, “Implementation of multicultural education cooperative learning
to develop character, nationalism and religious,” Journal of Teaching and Learning in
Elementary Education, vol. 4, no. 1, pp- 20-33, 2021.
https://doi.org/10.33578/jtlee.v4i1.7817

[37] A. Rosyad and M. Ma’arif, “Paradigma pendidikan demokrasi dan pendidikan Islam
dalam menghadapi tantangan globalisasi di Indonesia,” Nazhruna: Jurnal Pendidikan
Islam, vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 75-99, 2020. https://doi.org/10.31538/nzh.v311.491

[38] U. Ulfa, M. Ch., S. Susilawati, and A. Barizi, “Multicultural Islamic education in
Indonesia: The urgency value of model and method,” 4ADDIN, vol. 16, no. 1, pp. 131—
154, 2022. https://doi.org/10.21043/addin.v1611.15787

[39] W. Katerina, H. Hayumuti, and M. Hadi, “The implementation of equity pedagogy in
multicultural Islamic education at SMA Muhammadiyah 10 Surabaya,” A¢-Ta dib:
Jurnal Ilmiah Prodi Pendidikan Agama Islam, vol. 17, no. 1, pp. 13-26, 2025.
https://doi.org/10.47498/tadib.v1711.4060

[40] A.Khodijah, M. Rahmat, S. Anwar, and R. A. Rashid, “Integration of Islamic education
values in multicultural education: A perspective of student mental health,” Southeast
Asian  Journal of Islamic Education, vol. 8, no. 1, pp. 85-101, 2025.
https://doi.org/10.21093/sajie.v8il.10605

[41] M. Marzuki, M. Miftahuddin, and M. Murdiono, “Multicultural education in salaf
pesantren and prevention of religious radicalism in Indonesia,” Cakrawala Pendidikan,
vol. 39, no. 1, pp. 12-25, 2020. https://doi.org/10.21831/cp.v3911.22900

432 | WISE s


https://doi.org/10.21154/al-tahrir.v14i2.122
https://doi.org/10.21093/sy.v9i1.3201
https://doi.org/10.66325/nusantaraeducation.v3i2.114
https://doi.org/10.33578/jtlee.v4i1.7817
https://doi.org/10.31538/nzh.v3i1.491
https://doi.org/10.21043/addin.v16i1.15787
https://doi.org/10.47498/tadib.v17i1.4060
https://doi.org/10.21093/sajie.v8i1.10605
https://doi.org/10.21831/cp.v39i1.22900

	Laman Awal Women.pdf (p.1)
	(6) WOMEN 521.pdf (p.2-16)

