      Bloom’s taxonomy is a tool for educators in all disciplines which organizes questions or learning objectives in a hierarchy from simple remembering at the lowest level to creating (a hypothesis or product, for example) at the highest level. Reliability and validity studies have shown that trained raters will categorize questions under the same heading. In particular, good inter-rater reliability has been found when Bloom’s taxonomy was applied to biology questions asked in AP Biology exams, the MCAT, and the biology GRE (weighted inter-rater reliability κ=0.53, Zheng et al. 2008). My interest is in whether novices in a particular discipline would rate questions the same way experts would. For example, do students and faculty in the Vanderbilt Center for Human Genetics Research (CHGR) categorize questions in the same way? If they do, then does that imply that regardless of status on the novice-expert continuum, educated individuals agree on the type of knowledge required to answer questions? If they don’t, then does that imply that inexperience in the field may affect how an individual views the type of knowledge required to answer questions? Does this decreased cognition affect how students respond to questions and hence their grades? Using an online survey of 16 questions from the midterm and final exams of first-semester graduate genetics core classes, I asked CHGR faculty and students: 1) to categorize each question as remember, understand, apply, analyze, evaluate, or create, 2) to explain their classification, and 3) to rate their confidence in their ability to answer the question correctly. Eight of 15 faculty and 9 of 17 students completed the survey. There was poor agreement for the majority of questions, regardless of student/faculty status (poor agreement on 11/16 questions for students, 9/16 for faculty). However, in the instances where there was excellent or good agreement within the faculty group, the students also had high levels of agreement; moreover, classifications between the faculty and student groups were in concordance. There was a tendency for both students and faculty to agree more often on questions at the lower levels of the taxonomy (remember, understand, apply) than at the higher levels. There was not a strong relationship between confidence in ability to answer the question and agreement with peers or type of question for either the faculty or students. Taken together, these results provide little evidence for a relationship between status on the novice-expert continuum and categorization of questions by Bloom’s taxonomy in this cohort.
