Building curricular coherence under conditions of complex course delivery
Introduction. Curricular coherence within undergraduate degrees has been an important if challenging goal pursued by learning and teaching designers, at least since the widespread adoption of modular approaches to teaching and learning in higher education systems. More recently, the challenge of achieving this goal has been exacerbated by the increasing complexity of undergraduate programmes offered by higher education providers (HEPS) in Australia. New modes of delivery, and new entry and exit points in undergraduate degrees have made it ever harder to ensure that learners experience their curriculum holistically rather than as independent modules. The question of how to design curricula that can be delivered and experienced coherently is therefore of great and growing importance. 
Aims. This poster reports on findings from exploratory research that aims to identify and evaluate mechanisms that can be employed by learning designers to enhance curricular coherence under varied modes of delivery and across different degree-types. 
Methods. Possible mechanisms for promoting curricular coherence were drawn from a critical review of literature related to curriculum design. The strengths and weaknesses of these mechanisms were evaluated via interviews with curriculum designers and through examination of course structure and delivery documentation across two HEPs and multiple degree-types.
Results. Interview subjects reported on the advantages and disadvantages of the mechanisms that they employed in pursuit of curricular coherence. Three types of design mechanisms were identified, including ‘linear sequence-mechanisms, ‘milestone mechanisms, and ‘thematic mechanisms’. Interview subjects also reported on the strengths and weaknesses of these mechanisms when applied across different degree types and under different modes of delivery.
Discussion. Findings from this research offer practical guidance with regard to the design of coherent curricular products under different modes of delivery and across different degree types. The three types of mechanisms identified above offer course designers options that can be tailored to the requirements of their course and to the institutional context in which that course is delivered. Finally, this research also highlights the importance of designing curricula so as to provide students with a coherent and holistic experience, particularly given the varied and often mundane constraints imposed by complex modes of delivery.
