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Analysis about Learning Objectives of Informatics
Textbooks in High School using Anderson’s and Fuller's
Taxonomy of Educational Objectives

Hyun-Jong Choe *

O ot
= 5
B A= Bloome] w55% ERHel 71 e Erxﬂxé 473t Anderson®] +FHY T2 W A5
3ol A4 4= 9l Fullerd] /7802 2009 71 &gl o8| MEA 23 158 JE uoA 652
23190} Anderson ol 28l wapAmich ?}O]ﬂ 71& SHAIRE AR A 27 AApA A4 olsfisitt
o} Agsltie] ExEol o Bol AAE IS Nt Fuller ¥FHo2 %%9] I 6FS B3 B
Y —ila“ Feof s ALt o] QAR FF A AAIE ST & AT DTS B FF o] FolA=
FE wygre] w&EE BRE Ao wa] sl 2 AlvE E Aoz A ?l‘:}.
» Keywords : IS=HE 74, 058t M wnM, SU=SHE &4

Abstract

This study has analyzed the learning objectives in 6 Informatics textbooks that were published
this year in the basis of 2009 revised curriculum using Anderson’s taxonomy of Educational
Objectives that was a revision of Bloom's taxonomy and Fuller's taxonomy that was presented for
programming activities. Some dimensions of Anderson’s taxonomy, such as conceptual and
procedural knowledge, understand and apply in cognitive process are much more used in learning
objectives in 6 Informatics textbooks. Interpreting and producing dimensions of taxonomy are well
presented to balance in 6 Informatics textbooks by analysis of Fuller's taxonomy. This results will
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be a good case study in research about taxonomy of educational objectives and development of

Informatics textbooks.

» Keywords @ Taxonomy of educational objectives, Informatics textbooks in high school,

Analysis about learning objectives
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