Revisiting program-level curriculum alignment with AI assessment changes: The USYD experience.
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Introduction. The rapid emergence of AI has led to increased calls from TEQSA for all educators to review their current teaching and assessment practices. USYD DVC-Education Portfolio has requested all programs/ majors conduct a “program-level” review (e.g. across multiple units) to comply with the new AI Assessment Policy.  
Aims. To detail and reflect on the curriculum program-level mapping process across the Bachelor of Science, Pharmacology Major and determine which assessments are secure (non-AI) or AI-allowable. 
Methods. Following guidance (Bridgemann, et al, 2025), all USYD Pharmacology unit of study coordinators met collectively to review the curriculum across six units of study. Three tasks of this review were; 1) An investigation of the alignment between educator graduate expectations, major learning outcomes, Science Program-level learning outcomes and University undergraduate qualities, 2) An identification of level of learning (acquisition, retainment and application) for each course-level learning outcomes across units and 3) A review and revision of assessments in accordance with the AI assessment Policy to promote a sequential mastery of core pharmacological knowledge and skills (e.g. experimental design and analysis and written and oral communication) across the Pharmacology major. 
Results. High alignment between educator expectations and most Science Course, major learning outcomes and graduate qualities was observed. Recent AI assessment adaptions were consistent with policy. Using a whole of major, program-level approach identified key assessment changes; aligning complexity along learner trajectory, reducing overlap and generating ideas for new assessments to address missing course learning outcomes. Co-requisite units across different majors (e.g. medicinal chemistry and neuroscience) required a more nuanced consideration. 
Discussion. This approach to program-level curriculum review was universally seen as collaborative, student-focused and informative. Ongoing work to constructively align teaching to assessment needed prior to 2026 implementation.
Bridgeman, A et al (2025) Program level assessment design and the two-lane approach. https://educational-innovation.sydney.edu.au/teaching@sydney/program-level-assessment-two-lane/
