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A Comparative Study of Revised Bloom’ s Taxonomy of Objectives With

the Learning Outcomes Classifications of Gagne and Anderson

Wu Hongyun
(Department of Psychology, Suzhou University of Science and Technology, Suzhou, 215009)

Abstract Firstly, the article presents the reasons for the comparative study between revised Bloom’ s taxonomy of educational objec-

tives, and the classifications of cognitive learning outcomes of Gagne and Anderson. Then it summarizes the three theories of classifica-

tion respectively, and makes a comparison and contrast among their taxonomies, Finally, it indicates how the taxonomy of instruction-

al objectives should be applied to instructional design.
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