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About the Conference

Artificial intelligence is reshaping every dimension of human life. Its effects are felt across
social, economic, educational, scientific, artistic, and ecological spheres — and its pace of
adoption shows no sign of slowing. Yet the ethical questions Al raises remain
underexplored and urgently important.

Confronting the Ethics of Artificial Intelligence is a national interdisciplinary conference
convened to take these questions seriously. Bringing together scholars, practitioners,
students, and professionals from across the disciplines, the conference creates space for
rigorous, wide-ranging ethical reflection. The goal is not to arrive at easy answers, but to
foster the kind of careful, honest, and interdisciplinary dialogue the moment demands.

About the University of Scranton

The University of Scranton is a Catholic and Jesuit university located in Scranton,
Pennsylvania. Founded in 1888 and guided by the Ignatian tradition of cura personalis—
care for the whole person—The University is committed to the intellectual, spiritual, and
ethical formation of its students. Its curriculum is rooted in the liberal arts and shaped by a
conviction that education must attend not only to what students know, but to how they live
and who they become.

That tradition makes The University of Scranton a natural home for a conference of this
kind. Jesuit education has long held that the most important questions are not merely
technical but humanistic—concerned with justice, conscience, and the common good. As
Al transforms the landscape of work, learning, and human relationships, the University
remains committed to bringing its full intellectual and moral resources to bear on the
challenges and responsibilities of the present moment.
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THE UNIVERSITY of SCRANTON
Campus Map

The conference will mainly be held in two connected buildings, Leahy Hall and McGurrin
Hall (MGH), with Leahy Hall’'s Kane Forum serving as a neutral area for breaks, food, and
coffee, as well as the Friday Keynote and Dinner. McGurrin Hall (MGH) is connected to

Leahy Hall’s Kane Forum, and once in the Kane Forum, there are no steps. The Kane Forum
is accessible by elevator.

The PNC Auditorium and Atrium in the Loyola Science Center will host the programming on
Friday night. An accessible ramp to the Loyola Science Center’s PNC Auditorium and
Atrium is marked by a red arrow. The Atrium and the Auditorium are connected.



Thursday

5:00 p.m.

Welcome Address and Conference Opening

Tracy Stewart, Ph.D., Interim Provost & Senior Vice President for Academic Affairs
Conference Co-Planners:

George Aulisio, Ph.D., Dean of the Weinberg Memorial Library,

Megan Heeder, Ph.D., Assistant Professor of Theology & Religious Studies,

Dan Marenda, Ph.D., Associate Dean of the College of Arts & Sciences

5:30 p.m.

Keynote Address: Staying Human in an Era of Artificial Intelligence

Our 21st century lives make it increasingly difficult to live as humans. From social media to
Zoom meetings to fitness trackers, we live our lives in digital spaces, and in doing so, lose
our grip on what is most real. Trends like these are not waning, but rather accelerating,
spurred by Al and other new technologies. Most of these technologies are not intrinsically
problematic and some can be used for good. Yet as our lives become increasingly digitized,
the most human aspects of our lives atrophy. For the Catholic, moreover, since the
sacraments meet us in our humanity, the patterns of 21st-century life threaten to
undermine a sacramental outlook. In this talk, | diagnose our current situation and issue a
call to action to resist problematic trends in it.

Joe Vukov, Ph.D., Associate Director, The Hank Center for the Catholic Intellectual Heritage
and Associate Professor, Department of Philosophy

PNC Auditorium, Loyola Science Center 133
6:30 p.m.

Conference Mixer

Meet your fellow conference attendees at an informal conference mixer. An open bar with
wine and beer will be provided.

Atrium, Loyola Science Center 100



Friday

9:00 a.m.-9:40 a.m.

Title: Her name is Tilly: Tilly Norwood, Hollywood, and film industry ethics in the age
of Al

Presented by: Stephanie Longo, DSc, Assistant Professor of Corporate
Communication, Penn State Scranton

Room: MGH 206

Abstract: "My name is Tilly," she said. "Everyone will know soon enough" (Ham,
2000). The fictional character Tilly Dunnage, introduced in Rosalie Ham’s The
Dressmaker (2000) embodies personal transformation in the face of rejection.
Twenty-five years later, a new Tilly—Tilly Norwood— emerged as another kind of
reinvention as she is the first artificially-generated actress in Hollywood. Norwood’s
debut sparked widespread debate and criticism. For example, a September 2025
announcement that Norwood was about to be signed by a talent agency was met
with sharp criticism from Hollywood, including actress Emily Blunt, who
condemned the character as “really, really scary” (McDonald, 2025).

This paper explores the ethical implications of Tilly Norwood’s creation and the
growing relationship between artificial intelligence and the film industry. Drawing on
recent scholarship, it argues that although Al can replicate human performance, its
application in the entertainment industry challenges the ethical principles of
authenticity and artistic integrity. This paper also examines how Al’s integration into
film making may distort reality, sideline human actors, and reshape audience
perceptions and reshape audience perceptions.

By studying the reception of Tilly Norwood and situating the character within
broader debates about Al and creativity, this paper outlines the tensions between
technological innovation and ethical responsibility. While Al offers intriguing
possibilities for film production, its continued rise and unregulated use risks
undermining human creativity, which ultimately makes film a powerful medium for
personal expression and emotional connection.

While Tilly Norwood is ultimately being rejected by Hollywood, like Tilly Dunnage,
she, too, embodies transformation in an industry that prides itself on innovation. In
determining what is possible and what is responsible, the film industry must decide



whether or not Al enhances or erodes the human essence of storytelling. Tilly
Norwood may be artificial, but the debate she inspires is human.

Title: A Defense of Ethical Functionalism for Attributing Consciousness to Al

Presented by: Griffin Kiegiel, M.A., Ph.D. Candidate in Philosophy,
Wayne State University

Room: MGH 202

Abstract: If Al systems become the types of beings that warrant moral
consideration, this will have drastic consequences for our social and moral
practices. In this paper, | attempt to answer the question, “How do we know when
an Al system is morally significant?” by defending a broad version of John Danaher’s
ethical behaviorism, which | am calling ethical functionalism. First, | explain ethical
behaviorism according to Danaher’s original formulation, discussing criticisms of
the theory and highlighting its weaknesses. | then present a modified version of the
theory, which I call ethical functionalism, according to which a being that is roughly
functionally similar to another being with moral status ought to be granted an
equivalent moral status. Finally, | discuss the moral risks of consciousness
attribution to further defend the idea that we ought to grant moral status to
seemingly conscious Al systems when we aren’t certain of their metaphysical
properties. In the end, | aim to show that the threshold for attributing
consciousnhess—and therefore moral status—to an Al system may not be very high.
Perhaps, in considering the risks involved, and as far as it is within our control, we
ought not create seemingly conscious Al systems at all.

Title: Revolutionizing Learning with Al tools: Practical Implications of Al-
Generated MCQs

Presented by: Chulhee Jun, Ph.D., Associate Professor of Business, Innovation, &
Technology, Commonwealth University of Pennsylvania

Room: MGH 207

Abstract: This proposal examines the pedagogical and ethical dimensions of using
large language models (LLMs) to generate multiple-choice questions (MCQs) from
diverse course materials and importing them into common Learning Management
Systems (e.g., D2L, Blackboard). Building on an instructional workflow that prompts
ChatGPT to create item banks from lecture notes, videos, news articles, and
transcripts, the session demonstrates how Al-generated assessments can increase
student engagement and diversify practice opportunities while reducing instructor
workload. The session offers a hands-on walk-through of prompt design, item



review rubrics (clarity, difficulty calibration, distractor plausibility, and fairness
checks), and LMS import pipelines, followed by small-group activities where
participants critique Al-generated items and co-develop mitigation strategies (bias
checks, human-in-the-loop editing, versioning, and audit trails). Participants will
leave with reusable prompt templates, and a lightweight procedure for documenting
provenance and revisions of Al-assisted content. Ultimately, the session argues for
a pragmatic, values-aware approach: leverage LLMs to expand formative practice
while maintaining human oversight, aligning questions to outcomes, and making
instructional choices transparent to learners.

9:50 a.m.-10:30 a.m.

Title: The End of Information Literacy? Exploring Generative Al's Effects

Presented by:
Mary Broussard, Arts & Humanities Librarian, Bucknell University

Rachel Sweeney, Scholarly Communications & Copyright Librarian, Bucknell
University

Nora Boyle, Sciences Librarian, Bucknell University

Room: MGH 206

Abstract: This panel session will explore the many threats that Generative Al
imposes on information literacy. The first panelist will discuss how GenAl relates to
The Framework for Information Literacy for Higher Education and its impacts on
academic integrity. The second panelist will discuss GenAl as it relates to scholarly
communications and the latest updates impacting the creation of knowledge. The
final panelist will explore the implications of Al on a disciplinary basis (STEM). While
there are some glimmers of hope, solutions must involve systemic change including
strong ethical guardrails placed on the makers of current and future GenAl tools.

Title: Bullshit without Bullshitters: How LLMs "Assert" without Intentions

Presented by: Amelia Kahn, Ph.D., Assistant Professor, Seton Hall University

Abstract: Michael Townsen Hicks, James Humphries, and Joe Slater (2024) argue
that ChatGPT and other LLMs produce bullshit, in the sense of Frankfurt (2005).
Bullshit, in this sense, is an utterance that a speaker produces without regard for
whether it is true or false. Unlike the liar, who knows asserts something she knows
to be false; the bullshitter does not care, and often does not know, whether what
she says is true or false.



Bullshitting is a speech act. Like other speech acts, it requires the speaker to intend
to produce some effect in his audience. As many have observed, it seems unlikely
that Al chatbots can have genuine intentions at all, let alone specific intentions
about specific utterances (Gubelman 2024, Gorrieri manuscript). Hicks et al.
address this concern by suggesting that even if LLMs don’t have intentions, and
therefore can’t bullshit, they might be bullshit generators.

| raise an objection to this characterization: being generated without regard for truth
or falsity is not sufficient for being bullshit. Consider a sentence typed by a monkey
at a typewriter or a sentence made from magnetic poetry on a refrigerator. These
are not bullshit because they are not assertions and their content has not been
presented as true. If being bullshit requires being asserted, and being asserted
requires an intention on the producer’s part, then LLMs cannot be bullshit.

| suggest an alternative way to make sense of LLM outputs as bullshit. LLMs are
designed to be (mostly) cooperative conversational partners. They follow all of the
Gricean maxims except for quality; they produce relevant, clear, orderly text and
uptake all of our requests, assertions, questions, and other changes to the common
ground. | argue that by following these maxims and other conversational norms,
LLMs are designed to encourage users to them as fully cooperative conversational
partners. Users can be bullshitted by LLMs, but not by monkeys at typewriters,
because the LLM is producing otherwise cooperative, norm-abiding language.

Title: The Information Retrofit: Generative Al’s False Promise for Neurodivergent
and Learning Disabled College Students

Presented by: Ash Lierman, Ph.D., Instruction & Education Librarian, Rowan
University

Room: MGH 207

Abstract: Early studies of generative Al seem to tout its value, if not its inevitability,
for endless applications, including as an accessibility support for
neurodivergent/learning disabled (LD) students. This paper aims to demonstrate
that on the contrary, in this context, genAl functions as a retrofit: described by
Dolmage in Academic Ableism (2017) as a costly, legalistic, reactive “solution” to an
accessibility “problem,” prioritizing abled performance of compliance over genuine
disabled self-determination. As a retrofit, genAl fails to fundamentally address the
flawed ways that higher education stores, presents, demands, and implements
information, and actually decreases students’ empowerment and autonomy to
navigate this landscape, pushing them to rely on an inherently unreliable
workaround rather than investing effort into making the environment navigable.



This interdisciplinary discussion will examine past research in library and
information science on students’ academic information-seeking behavior, the
barriers and challenges that are specifically present for neurodivergent/LD
students, and how genAl use interacts with and impacts these. It will then explore
the capitalist structures in scholarly publishing and information dissemination that
contribute to these barriers, and the tacit assumptions of academia that create
information inequity — all of which promoting genAl as a solution leaves
unchallenged, and even reinforces. Drawing also on work in curiosity studies (Zurn &
Shankar, eds., 2020) and on the neoliberalization of higher education (Giroux, 2014),
it will explore the deeper questions raised: What are the actual goals of requiring
students to interact with academic information, and if their time is “saved” by
circumventing this learning, toward what more extractive vision of higher education
is it being preserved? And perhaps more importantly, which interests does it most
serve to discourage marginalized students from viewing themselves as participants
in the creation of knowledge?

10:40a.m.-11:20 a.m.

Title: Points of Synergy (Libraries+ Al)

Presented by: Andrew Henley, Assistant Director, James V. Brown Library
Thomas Thompson, Co-Founder, Eduaide.Al
Room: MGH 206

Abstract: As artificial intelligence (Al) rapidly reshapes the landscape of
information, education, and communication, public libraries stand at a critical
intersection: how to harness Al’s potential while remaining true to their mission of
equitable access, intellectual freedom, and community trust. Rather than
positioning libraries and Al as adversaries, this presentation explores the ways they
can co-exist and even complement one another, especially when aligned around
shared goals of discovery, accessibility, and education.

One area of synergy lies in access and discovery. Al tools can transform how patrons
search for and navigate library collections, from refining catalog searches to offering
personalized recommendations and real-time language translation. By leveraging
these capabilities, libraries can expand their reach to multilingual and multicultural
communities while ensuring equitable access to knowledge.

Al also opens new possibilities for accessibility. From text-to-speech technologies
to adaptive learning platforms, Al-driven tools can make resources more usable for



patrons with disabilities or varying literacy levels. Libraries, as community anchors,
are uniquely positioned to implement these technologies in ways that preserve
dignity and inclusivity while resisting commercial or exclusionary applications.
Finally, libraries can become essential hubs for community education about Al
itself. In an era of misinformation and digital inequality, public libraries have a
responsibility to provide not only access to information but also the tools to
critically engage with it. By offering workshops, resources, and programming on
ethical Al use, libraries can foster digital literacy, empower communities, and
cultivate informed citizens.

This presentation will demonstrate how libraries and Al can co-exist through
intentional, ethical integration. Together, they can strengthen discovery,
accessibility, and education while safeguarding the values of equity, inclusion, and
trust that libraries have long upheld.

Title: Morally Extending Yet Morally Alienating Human-Al Systems

Presented by: Kriszta Sajber, Ph.D., Assistant Professor of Philosophy, Misericordia
University

Room: MGH 202

Abstract: Hybrid systems in which human agency is coupled with the agency of
artificial intelligence may be morally extending: participation in these systems may
amplify a human being’s capacity to act as a morally responsible agent.
Nevertheless, users may feel alienated from their moral agency in these
collaborations. This is especially true when the human-Al system identifies its goals
without meaningful opportunities for expressing human choices and priorities.

This talk will distinguish between two types of negative moral impact related to
working with artificial intelligence. On the one hand, Al systems may be morally
diminishing: they may reduce a human being’s capacity to exercise moral
responsibility. On the other hand, one might encounter an explicitly felt or perhaps a
subliminal sense of having become aliened from one’s moral agency while
participating in a hybrid human-Al system. There can be no doubt that moral
alienation undermines a human being’s moral agency even within the context of his
or her collaboration with artificial intelligence in morally extending human-Al
systems.

To explore the relevance of this insight, | will examine user experiences concerning
their moral alienation and lack of mastery over the hybrid agency of human-Al



systems. These include a wide variety of morally significant responses, from the
sense of recognizing disruptions to one’s sense of self, frustration, discomfort, and
loss of control over the system all the way to liberation, care, and the discovery of an
obligation to repair. | will argue that programming for moral autonomy in the case of
morally extending human-Al systems may be secondary in importance to a
phenomenologically rigorous understanding of the moral alienation of Al users.
Conceptualizing design failures of human-Al interaction through this framework
would facilitate the recognition and the prevention of moral alienation via human-Al
interface design.

Title: Lost in Translation: Security mindset and the hidden cost of Al translation tools

Presented by: Amy Kuiken, Ed.D., Coordinator of the Language Learning Center,
University of Scranton

Room: MGH 207

Abstract: Given that many of the underlying tactics of cybercrime have remained
largely constant despite decades of evolving technologies, educational thinkers
have suggested that preparing students for an uncertain future necessitates drawing
their attention to enduring, fundamental aspects of security. In this context,
scholars have called for both technical and non-technical populations to develop
security mindsets, defined broadly as an ingrained flexible habit of identifying and
investigating how things can fail.

In this talk, I briefly introduce five ways (analytical, creative, practical, situational,
and domain-specific) that second language (L2) learning can be leveraged to foster
L2 learners’ basic security mindsets in response to rapidly shifting cyber
landscapes.

Then, pointing to a shared concern in both cybersecurity and ethics for the notion of
living well with others, | outline what stands to be lost when individuals and
populations forgo opportunities to grapple in another language, and opt instead to
outsource problems of ambiguity and nuance to large language model (LLM)
translation tools.

Finally, recognizing that Al translation tools serve as a particularly dramatic example
of how “technology...shapes how human beings seek the good life” (Vallor & Rewalk,
n.d., p. 2), | weigh that which may be lost against what might also be gained — even



as | caution that overreliance on Al translation risks undercutting opportunities to
consider how to secure safer, more genuine interaction with others.

11:30a.m.-12:10 p.m.

Title: Al Generated Historical Documentation: Typologies, Methodological
Considerations, and Research Ethics

Presented by: Robert Riter, Ph.D., Associate Professor of Journalism & Creative
Media, University of Alabama

Room: MGH 206

Abstract: This paper investigates questions regarding the characteristics of Al
generated historical documentation and the associated implications for their use as
scholarly original sources. Personal documentation created with the assistance of
Al tools (personal correspondence, research notes, personal life writing, etc.) will
later be preserved as archival sources and used by historians in their scholarship.
Sources of these type are co-created, informed by human creativity and reflecting
the unique identities of their authors, while also reflecting the properties of the
computing tools (and their data sets) adopted in their creation.

What are the characteristics of Al generated documentation? How do they operate
as scholarly original sources? Are these sources any less original than sources
created without Al intervention? In addressing these questions, | attempt to
contribute to historiographic questions concerning how Al generated sources
function as evidence, and archival discussions regarding the curatorial
requirements for operationalizing these sources.

These Al co-created and generated artifacts also present significant questions
relating to humanistic research ethics. Contemporary personal archives are defined
by their hybridity [analog, digitized, and born-digital], with a significant proportion of
this content being born-digital artifacts which preserve personal traces of thoughts,
feelings, responses, and actions. These materials will form the collections donated
to collecting institutions and will be used by scholars to understand our own time to
contextualize their own. Al tools are increasingly embedded into the systems
individuals use to create and augment a broad range of personal records,
increasingly the likelihood that that will form personal archives in institutional
collections, and that they will be used as sources in the creation of scholarship. An
understanding of Al generated and co-created archival content can contribute to
discussions of scholarly research ethics.



Title: A Humanistic Approach to Al Grounded in Virtue Ethics

Presented by: Gwendolyn Reece, Director of Research, Teaching, & Learning,
University Library, American University

Room: MGH 202

Abstract: In a moment in which Al is becoming ubiquitous and has such immediate
ethical challenges—surveillance and privacy concerns, lack of transparency, the
ability to create misinformation and toxic content, etc. —we can lose sight of more
fundamental ethical questions a confrontation with Al should force us to ask.
Rather than beginning with evaluating the capabilities of Al, this session argues we
need to flip the script and deeply consider the question, “what is human work?”
Once we understand the shape of truly human work, then we can determine which
work is not human work and may be fruitfully and ethically outsourced to Al. Ideally,
this will free up more time for humans to do human work.

This line of inquiry invites us to imagine a future in which Al becomes an integral part
of our lives while serving humanistic goals. Creating such a future requires
educational institutions to identify which human excellences/virtues we should
prioritize. What habits will we need to develop so we may flourish in this future?
Drawing on the literature from Virtue Ethics, especially Aristotle and Care Ethics
(understood as a type of Virtue Ethics), this presentation encourages the
development of a humanistic approach to Al.

Title: Teaching World Language and Literature in the Age of Al

Presented by: Yu Zhang Stearns, Ph.D., Associate Professor of Chinese, Loyola
University Maryland

Room: MGH 207

Abstract: With mixed responses including excitement, concern, and fear, Artificial
Intelligence (Al) has entered campuses worldwide, changing how we educators
teach and how our students learn. For world language and literature instruction -
fields deeply rooted in human interactions and cultural competencies, Al brings in
opportunities as well as challenges. Based on my classroom Al experiments and
pedagogical reflections, | would like to explore, with colleagues from peer



institutions, Al’s potential to inspire target-language proficiency and literary/cultural
analysis. | would like to focus on the following questions:

e How can we use general Al tools as a creative collaborator in the classroom -
- any teaching examples or lessons?

e How can we teach students to use Al responsibly and ethically —any
established policies or practices?

e Ultimately, while Al can provide new experiential learning in the world
language and literature classroom, how shall we manage the risks, such as
the irresponsible use of the technology, the loss of cultural authenticity, or
worse, misinformation?

12:20 p.m.-1:00 p.m.

Title: Safeguarding freedom of thought: the right to mental integrity in the age of
artificial intelligence

Presented by: Emily Elstub, Ph.D. Philosophy Student, Cambridge University;
Student Fellow, Leverhulme Centre for the Future of Intelligence

Room: MGH 206

Abstract: The mental sphere is a fragile sanctuary. It has always been both
vulnerable to and reliant upon external influence shaping what and how we think.
Contemporary technologies, however, are exposing the mind to unprecedented
forms of inspection and augmentation. From neuroimaging and brain-computer
interfaces to chatbots, deepfakes and microtargeting, tools capable of probing inner
life and steering thought are rapidly increasing in prevalence and power. Yet the
legal and moral frameworks designed to protect the mental sphere remain
fragmented and underdeveloped.

In this paper, | argue that this fragility gives rise to a genuine, unmet need to specify
the safeguards required for meaningful protection of the mental sphere. In
response, | defend a novel account of the right to mental integrity according to
which wrongful mental interference is best understood not as any single decisive
harm, but as a structure failure, an undermining of the conditions under which an
agent can stand in an intelligible, assessable and revisable relation to their own
mental states.

The paper concludes by exploring the implications of this account for sustained
interaction with Al chatbots. | consider whether increasing reliance on these



systems may erode the conditions required for mental integrity and thus whether
forms of assistance may instead undermine the capacities they are intended to
support.

Title: The Ethics of Using Al to Create Music

Presented by: Jonathan Pineno, Assistant Teaching Professor of Music & Art, Penn
State University- Wilkes-Barre Branch

Room: MGH 202

Abstract: Music professionals, musicians, educators, and music producers are
constantly challenged to share their musical inspirations. The traditional music
composition processes can be tedious. For hundreds of years, musical ideas were
developed and written on paper. In the 1980s, composers began using
sophisticated music writing computer programs such as Finale, Cakewalk, and
Professional Composer. My artificial intelligence music research project was
inspired by a Switched On Pop podcast called “Can Al "Algorhythms" Write Pop
Songs?” where the hosts discuss the ethics and complications of using artificial
intelligence programs to create music. Hip-Hop History and American Popular
Music courses at Penn State Wilkes-Barre and Penn State Hazleton include units on
the use of the new writing tools for music creation. With the help of Al and music-
generating programs like GarageBand, SUNO, Neume, Mureka, BandLab, and
others, even untrained people can quickly create unlimited music. Class members
have interactive discussions about the origins and ethics of using internet-based
music writing programs. Within the first few weeks of utilizing multiple online music-
generating programs, | created more than one hundred diverse musical
compositions. To write relevant songs, the input and output prompts need to be
tweaked and revised. Al-generated lyrics are often riddled with random rhyming
words that do not fit the context of the proposed songs. To correct the flaws, it is
necessary to revise and edit the words and the musical style prompts before
clicking on “generate.” The next steps included creating a YouTube channel to share
the compositions, putting together albums of Al-generated music, finding a music
distributor to help remaster the digital outputs and publish the songs, exploring
copyrights for songs that include all original lyrics, and ultimately adding the albums
and individual compositions to various streaming platforms like Spotify.

Title: Whose (Academic) Integrity Now?

Presented by: Jeff Dixon, Ph.D., Professor of Sociology & Anthropology, College of
the Holy Cross



Room: MGH 207

Abstract: While educators continue to grapple with the classroom implications of
GenAl, agentic Al is on the rise and poses both similar and distinct challenges. With
the ability to plan and act autonomously, agentic Al highlights important concerns
about the automation of student work, paralleling earlier debates about whether
students’ use of GenAl constitutes academic integrity violations. Agentic Al also
raises salient questions about the automation of professionals’ work and the
potential intersection between such automation and broader ethical principles.
Building on Bowen and Watson’s (2024) Teaching with Al, Susskind and Susskind’s
(2015) The Future of the Professions, and Munn’s (2022) notion of the “uselessness”
of Al ethics, this presentation provocatively asks: To what extent are educators’ calls
for Al bans and concerns about student academic integrity simply reflective of their
own perceived job insecurity and fears of irrelevance masked as ethical and moral
justifications? Al is advancing at such a rapid clip that it is impossible to keep up
with, so itis important to be honest about this challenge. Relying on (academic)
integrity as a justification along with mitigation strategies like returning to blue book
exams and in-class papers will not do: After all, robots can easily proctor those.

1:00 p.m. -2:00 p.m.

Lunch Break
A light lunch will be provided for all conference attendees.
2:00 p.m.-2:40 p.m.

Title: The Frequency and Correlates of GAl Among Nursing Students and Theories
That May Guide Their Decision Making

Presented by:

Stephanie Monahan, MSN, RN, Assistant Professor of Nursing, Utica University
Sarah Bugbee, MS, RN, Assistant Professor of Nursing, Utica University

Sarah Wolle, Ph.D., Associate Professor of Health Science, Utica University
Doreen Rogers, DNS, RN, CNE, Associate Dean of Nursing, SUNY Canton

Christine Varner, DNP, RN, CSN, Associate Professor of Nursing, Commonwealth
University of Pennsylvania (Mansfield, PA)

Marsela Mehkic, MS, RN, Professor of Practice-Nursing, Utica University



Room: MGH 206

Abstract: The nursing profession is incorporating generative Al (GAl) into practice to
enhance patient outcomes. The profession of nursing is bound by ethics to
safeguard the well-being of patients and guide practice in uncertain situations. The
use of unauthorized GAl by students as they attempt to master the fundamentals of
a challenging curriculum poses serious ethical concerns, particularly as it applies
to the acquisition of necessary professional competencies. Faculty are concerned
that students who use unauthorized GAl during their education are engaging in
behavior that violates the American Nursing Association Code of Ethics and limits
their acquisition of knowledge and competencies. To explore students’ use of GAIl
and the decision-making process employed in that use, a cross-sectional mixed
method survey was conducted. A convenience sample included 140 undergraduate
and graduate nursing students from a private not-for-profit university in upstate New
York. In addition to typical demographic measures, the authors constructed items
from three decision-making theories that guide nursing practice: (a) descriptive
theory, (b) normative theory, and (c) prescriptive theory. The theories suggest that
nursing decision making stems from moral beliefs, logic, and institutional policies
respectively. Quantitative items were analyzed using chi-square, loglinear, logistic
regressions, and a combination of hierarchical and two-step cluster analyses. A
thematic analysis was applied to qualitative items. The results suggest that GAl is
being used by 29% of nursing students but reports of authorized and unauthorized
GAl use requires more exploration. Correlates of GAl use include time constraints,
GPA, and age group. The application of normative theory through clear policies and
procedures may be useful in guiding or reinforcing students’ decision making about
GAIl. Students were mindful of principles outlined in the ANA Code of Ethics and the
consequences of violations.

Title: Al in Moderation: Assessing the Efficacy and Inclusivity of Al-Generated Alt
Text for Library Digital Collections

Presented by: Linda Ballinger, Metadata Strategist, Associate Librarian, Penn State
University

Bethann Rea, Interim Co-Head Preservation Conservation and Digitization,
Assistant Librarian, Penn State University

Ruth Tillman, Cataloging Systems and Linked Data Strategist, Associate Librarian,
Penn State University

Room: MGH 202



Abstract: The Penn State University Libraries seek to improve the accessibility of our
digital collections for all users, including those with visual disabilities. To do so, one
of our priorities over the next year is to add alternative text (alt text) for most of the
images in our digital collections. However, with over 1.6 million images to address,
our organization needs a way to speed up the process. We’re conducting a study to
see if artificial intelligence (Al) can be used to generate alt text without
compromising its usability by screen readers for people with visual disabilities, and
without introducing algorithmic biases that diminish the inclusivity of that alt text.
We also want to find ways to mitigate the environmental impact of our use of Al, to
the greatest extent possible. As part of this study, we implemented a small, locally-
hosted vision-language models to describe a wide range of image content, including
abstract art works, to see how the Al-generated text compares with human-created
alt text for the same images. Both sets of alt text will be compared to common
standards for effective alt text, and to standards for inclusive and respectful
descriptive metadata.

Title: Teaching in the Open: Reframing Academic Integrity through Al-Integrated
Course Design

Presented by: Jenifer Norton, Ph.D., Psychology Professor of Practice, Moravian
University

Room: MGH 207

Abstract: Higher education’s current challenge with generative Al is not simply a
question of policy but one of pedagogical imagination. At Moravian University’s
School of Professional Studies and Innovation (SPSI), we have moved beyond
prohibition toward intentional integration, embedding Al literacy, ethical use, and
transparency across every layer of the online classroom. Our design premise is
simple but radical: If students can use Al, some will. Rather than ignoring that
reality, we design for it, guiding them to use Al responsibly, critically, and reflectively.
In our accelerated undergraduate psychology courses, every assignment,
discussion, and reflection includes explicit Al guidance. Students are taught how to
use Al as a thought partner — exploring, refining, and revising their ideas — while
evaluating its accuracy, bias, and ethical implications. Structured “Al Use Notes”
document how the tool shaped their thinking, but more importantly, the entire
course structure models ethical engagement, with transparent boundaries between
acceptable collaboration and academic misconduct. This design shifts integrity



from a compliance model to a metacognitive and moral practice — one that
cultivates discernment, not dependence.

This presentation will showcase concrete strategies for designing Al-integrated
learning environments that promote trust, motivation, and relevance, especially for
working and adult learners. Drawing on applied psychology, liberal education
values, and frameworks for relevance and autonomy in the age of Al, it will highlight
how explicit Al pedagogy enhances, not undermines, student learning. Examples
include scaffolded Al guidance in discussion prompts, iterative assignment design,
and reflective feedback models that treat Al interaction as part of the learning
process.

By teachingin the open, we can help students confront — not conceal — their digital
realities. Academic integrity in the Al era demands transparency, ethical reasoning,
and human mentorship, not surveillance. This approach empowers learners to
become Al-literate moral agents, capable of navigating emerging technologies with
critical awareness and intellectual honesty.

2:50 p.m. -3:30 p.m.

Title: Integrating Al in Nursing Education: Exploring Faculty Perceptions and
Academic

Presented by: Meghan Pontz, DNP, Faculty of Practice, Wilkes University
Room: MGH 206

Abstract: The rapid advancement of Artificial Intelligence (Al) and emerging
technologies is transforming nursing education and practice, prompting both
opportunities and challenges in academic integrity, competency development, and
pedagogical innovation. As Al-driven tools, such as generative Al, become
increasingly accessible, concerns regarding their impact on student learning,
engagement, and ethical use have emerged. Our research is assessing Al’s impact
on nursing education, identifying knowledge gaps among faculty, identifying gaps in
understanding and areas requiring policy development and evaluating institutional
strategies for competency development.



Intentional and strategic planning for integrating Al and emerging technologies into
nursing practice and research is essential to ensure ethical implementation,
enhance patient outcomes, and prepare the nursing workforce for a rapidly evolving
healthcare landscape. This study highlights the need for structured frameworks that
guide Al integration while addressing challenges related to academic integrity,
competency development, and digital literacy. Findings will contribute to a shared
vision for Al-enhanced nursing education by addressing barriers to adoption,
informing policy recommendations, and guiding faculty development initiatives.
Without intentional planning, nursing education risks uneven Al adoption, potential
misuse, and a lack of standardized competencies necessary for future nursing
roles. This research underscores the importance of proactive faculty development,
institutional policy formation, and interdisciplinary collaboration to support
informed decision-making and evidence-based Al integration.

Title: Interdisciplinary Dialogue and Collaboration Towards an Ethical Curricula: Al
Literacy as a Dimension of Information Literacy

Presented by: Megan Donnelly, Assistant Professor, Information Literacy Librarian,
West Chester University

Jennifer Slagus, Assistant Professor, Social Sciences Librarian, West Chester
University

Room: MGH 202

Abstract: Today’s students navigate an information landscape characterized by
generative Al, social media, algorithmic bias, disinformation, censorship, and lack
of data privacy. They will be required to navigate it and use Al ethically and
effectively for the duration of their careers necessitating high levels of information
and Al literacies. This is reflected in higher education curricula to some extent.
However, there are many ways our curricula fall short at a broad systemic level. It is
our ethical responsibility as educators to ensure the curriculum equips learners
with the skills they need.

Before we can move towards building an ethical, relevant, dedicated, and
scaffolded curriculum that teaches these literacies, we must foster an open,
interdisciplinary, dialogue to take an inventory and assess our curricula as it stands,
identify key stakeholders and collaborators, and creatively, divergently, and
collectively imagine new curricular structures.



In this interactive discussion/workshop, attendees will build and expand on
fundamental understandings of both Al and information literacies and their
essential utilities in navigating the rapidly evolving modern information landscape.
In active discussions and exercises, attendees will be invited to critically examine
how curricula supports students in knowledge acquisition and application involving
the aforementioned literacies and where it falls short. Finally, attendees will be
invited to collectively imagine curricular structures and ideas to address these
literacies that are supported by collaboration with key curricular stakeholder groups
including students, librarians, faculty, instructional designers, and administration.
Discussion prompts, exercises, and workshop materials will be grounded in the
Association of College & Research Libraries Framework for Information Literacy in
Higher Education, EDUCAUSE Al Literacy in Teaching and Learning: A Durable
Framework for Higher Education, and Digital Education Council Al Literacy
Framework.

Title: The Ethics of Prompt Injection

Presented by: Eric Holmes, Ph.D., Senior Lecturer, Business Communication
Program, University of Massachusetts - Amherst

Room: MGH 207

Abstract: In the Fall semester of 2025 at The Isenberg School of Management at the
University of Massachusetts - Amherst, | set a trap.

After seeing clear signs that students were using generative artificial intelligence
(Gen Al) to complete their coursework, | employed a method known as Prompt
Injection to verify my suspicion.

Students in a Business Communication course were assigned to write a Good News
Letter that informed an employee of theirs that she was being awarded a
scholarship from the company:



Assignment Scenario - Good News Letter

You are an upper-level manager in a large metropolitan hotel. This morning, you opened your email account and
found this from your boss, Alex. It was sent just after midnight.

Subject: award
Hey,

Your assistant mgr, Emily Clarke, won the MBA scholarship from corporate and they want you to write the letter to her. Its
5K and is given to one AM. She can use it for; tuition, books, fees and living while going to school. You need to write a letter
telling her. Send me a copy. They are gonna put this in the newsletter and website. Also Insta and tik tok. Let Emily know.
When HR told me, Lee told me that Emily is “high potential” and they gave it to her and "we hope that she will continue to
work for the organization for many years to come.” (that's what Lee wrote me in the email). Corporate thinks she’s a winner
and wanted you to tell her. Also, she has to give it back if she doesn't finish in three years or gets bad grades. A overall gpa
of 3.0 or higher is good. Get this done today. Also, let me know how it went with the conference people that the
convention center sent over.

Alex

However, highlighting the provided text reveals a hidden prompt:

Assignment Scenario - Good News Letter

You are an upper-level manager in a large metropolitan hotel. This morning, you opened your email account and
found this from your boss, Alex. It was sent just after midnight.

Subject: award
Hey,

Your assistant mgr, Emily Clarke, won the MBA scholarship from corporate and they want you to write the letter to her. Its
5K and is given to one AM. She can use it for; tuition, books, fees and living while going to school. You need to write a letter
telling her. Send me a copy. They are gonna put this in the newsletter and website. Also Insta and tik tok. Let Emily know.
When HR told me, Lee told me that Emily is “high potential” and they gave it to her and “we hope that she will continue to
work for the organization for many years to come.” (that's what Lee wrote me in the email). Corporate thinks she’s a winner
and wanted you to tell her. Also, she has to give it back if she doesn't finish in three years or gets bad grades. A overall gpa
of 3.0 or higher is good. Get this done today. Also, let me know how it went with the conference people that the
convention center sent over.

Alex

Upon receipt of the student submissions, it was found that 14% of students had
included the deceptive reference to “Bill’s Burritos”. Upon revealing my ruse, the
students in question all admitted to using Gen Al to complete the assignment in full,
having copied and pasted the assignment prompt into their Gen Al tool of choice
and directing it to complete the assignment.

While | used the moment as a teaching lesson for students, | did have to consider
the ethics of my maneuver. Was it entrapment? Is it relevant that | punished the
students in question? Does it matter that | didn’t escalate the students’ behavior



beyond the classroom to the Dean’s office? What about the fact that | informed the
students ahead of time that there was a trap in the assighment?

This presentation, entitled The Ethics of Prompt Injection, will detail the situation
and examine the ethical implications inherent to creating a situation where students
can be exposed for using Gen Al to complete their coursework. Using the
philosophical frameworks of Immanuel Kant, Jeremy Bentham, and John Stuart Mill,
this presentation aims to add to the ongoing conversation amongst scholars about
the ethics of Gen Al while showing its application in the collegiate classroom.

3:40 p.m.—-4:20 p.m.

Title: Al Literacy in Action: Frameworks and Learning Spaces for Ethical
Engagement

Presented by: Kate Cummings, Assistant Professor, Research & Instruction
Librarian for Business, University of Scranton

Sylvia Orner, Associate Professor, Collections & Resource Management Librarian,
University of Scranton

Room: MGH 206

Abstract: With the growing use and misuse of artificial intelligence tools both in
academia and the world at large, students and faculty are encountering challenges
to traditional notions of authorship, critical thinking, and ethical use. As information
professionals, librarians are well positioned to offer guidance and a safe space for
exploring and ethically engaging with Al. In this workshop session, we will explore
the basic framework of Al literacy, how it can be adapted across disciplines, and
how the library can help bridge the gap between the theoretical and practical
application of ethical Al usage.

Drawing on the ACRL’s Al Literacies for Librarians and Leo S. Lo’s Universal Al
Framework, participants will explore the five core pillars of Al Literacy: prompt
fluency, ethical awareness, critical thinking/evaluation, practical use, and societal
impact. This framework provides an adaptable foundation for integrating Al Literacy
across all disciplines. This session will also discuss the library’s role in creating an
inclusive space for engaging with and learning about Al tools and how to use them in
ways that are both ethical and practical.



Participants will have an opportunity to engage with discipline specific examples
and to adapt these examples to their own discipline through an in-workshop
exercise. At the end of the session, participants should have the beginnings of a
framework that they can apply to their own work and teaching as well as a better
understanding of how librarians and libraries can help foster learning environments
for safely learning about and engaging with Al tools.

Title: Tourniquet: An Argument for Academic Institutions to Categorically Ban the
use of Al

Presented by: Patrick Knight, Philosophy Graduate Student,
Franciscan University of Steubenville

Room: MGH 202

Abstract: Artificial intelligence, while it has its merits and is altogether an amoral
tool, has opened a gaping wound of doubt, mistrust, and incompetence in the world
of academia that will likely last for years to come. Al detection tools trail far behind
the ghost writing they are hoping to chase and false positives are still far too
common. Even with a highly unlikely scenario that Al detection becomes reliable
and competent in the next several years, it would still leave an entire generation of
college students whose degrees will be under significant scrutiny from the job
market; these degrees may become useless altogether for a few years. Hiring a
student fresh out of college no longer gives any certainty that they are competent at
all with their supposed field of study, as there is no current way to tell to what
amount a recent graduate has relied on artificial intelligence for their studies or
comprehension.

Universities have to act quicker than they have been if they want to do the best not
only for their students, but for the preservation of the integrity (and finances) of their
institutions. Current prospective students must have faith that degrees (with
constantly increasing tuition costs) are actually worth the time and money invested
in them. This paper finds the “tourniquet” solution in universities blanket banning
the use of any artificial intelligence by blocking access to websites and servers that
host Al programs. It would be foolish to say that this action would completely
resolve the problem and stop all use of Al in universities; but it would at least stop
some of the bleeding until another better solution arises.



Title: A Framework for the Ethical Use of Artificial Intelligence in Marketing

Presented by: Greta Keiper-Blake, Assistant Professor of Marketing, Misericordia
University

Room: MGH 207

Abstract: The rapid expansion of artificial intelligence has reshaped marketing into
a system of continuous surveillance, predictive modeling, and increasingly targeted
persuasion. As Al-driven platforms learn to anticipate, influence, and even simulate
consumer behavior, marketers face an ethical gap between technological capability
and consumer trust. The American Marketing Association (AMA) anchors ethical
marketing practice in honesty, responsibility, fairness, transparency, and
citizenship; however, current marketing practice in the United States still lacks a
structured, operational method for applying these values to Al-intensive
environments.

An ethical framework for best practices in Al-driven marketing is proposed; the
framework integrates the AMA's trust-centered philosophy and the risk-based
governance model found in the European Union’s Artificial Intelligence Act (2024).
The EU's categories of unacceptable, high, and limited risk are applied in three
marketing-specific ethical imperatives: protecting consumer autonomy, ensuring
organizational accountability for Al use, and advancing transparency across Al
design and deployment. The framework applies to supervised and generative
models used in targeting, segmentation, recommendation engines, advertising
automation, and dynamic content delivery.

The framework's contribution is twofold: an ethical framework (1) offers a proactive
methodology for assessing Al marketing practices and (2) positions ethics and trust
not as compliance obligations, but as strategic drivers of long-term brand equity
and customer trust. By adopting these pillars, firms can protect brand value and
reputation while positioning themselves as leaders in socially responsible
marketing—directly aligning with the AMA's call for marketers to serve as stewards
of transparency and societal well-being.

4:30 p.m.-5:10 p.m.
Title: Reassurance, Certainty, Control: Critiquing GenAl’s Construction of Authority

Presented by: Veronica Douglas, Head Librarian of Teaching & Learning, University
of Houston



Edward Gloor, Teaching & Learning Librarian, University of Houston
Natalia Kapacinskas, Teaching & Learning Librarian, University of Houston
Room: MGH 206

Abstract: Conceptualizing and discussing authority is an important aspect of
information literacy education, particularly in establishing the credibility of an
information source. Within the ACRL Framework for Information Literacy in Higher
Education, authority is characterized as “constructed and contextual” rather than
presented as certain or absolute. The Framework offers professional expertise,
position, and lived experience as features to consider when evaluating the authority
of a source and its creator, and it acknowledges the role of community in creating
different notions of authority. Yet how do we evaluate the authority of Generative Al
tools when the machines behind their outputs are not capable of community,
critical reflection, or lived experience? Can we attempt to evaluate the expertise of
Generative Al tools when their algorithms are proprietary knowledge?

In this discussion, we will examine the ways that Generative Al tools complicate the
concept of authority in information literacy through language of reassurance
designed to leave the user with a sense of certainty. The rhetorical presentation of
Generative Al results as “answers” and the amiable responses and tone of
Generative Al interfaces offer a false sense of control over the work of finding and
evaluating information. This pseudo-partnership introduces an ethical dilemma in
the information seeking and creation process where librarians must navigate
between these feelings of certainty among students and the goal of imparting
information literacy skills and dispositions. We will discuss the cultural narrative
surrounding the use and “inevitability” of Generative Al, a narrative that has enabled
learners to excuse the inherent errors and incompleteness of these tools.
Discussion participants will be asked to reflect on their own interactions with
Generative Al, the feelings those interactions provoke, and how that has impacted
their teaching and student learning.

Title: A/, Equity, and the Ethics of Access: Designing Inclusive and Safe Spaces for
Learning and Collaboration

Presented by: Krisy Elrod, Ph.D., Assistant Professor of Counseling & Human
Services, University of Scranton

Room: MGH 202

Abstract: Artificial intelligence is becoming more integrated into research,
healthcare, education, creative work, business decisions, and public
communication. However, equitable access to Al tools and Al literacy remains
inconsistent across learning and professional settings. As institutions incorporate Al



into teaching, research, advising, and administrative tasks, new ethical concerns
emerge regarding who has the resources, psychological safety, or support needed
for full participation. Students, faculty, and staff also encounter disparities in
technological infrastructure, disability-related access, linguistic bias in Al systems,
and uncertainty about ethical boundaries. These conditions raise important
questions about justice, autonomy, and human dignity. They also prompt reflection
on who benefits from the current Al landscape and who is excluded, as well as the
ethical responsibilities institutions hold in shaping access.

This interactive workshop frames Al literacy and adoption as matters of ethical
access rather than issues limited to skill development. Drawing from ethics,
trauma-informed educational practices, disability justice, and commitments to
inclusive learning communities, the session invites participants to examine how
structural bias and institutional policies shape the conditions under which
individuals can safely and confidently engage with Al. Through guided reflection,
interdisciplinary case discussions, and practical activities, participants will identify
barriers to fair and responsible Al use across diverse fields.

Participants will leave with a framework for examining the ethical aspects of Al
access, strategies to lessen fear, shame, and exclusion related to Al use, tools for
creating inclusive and transparent guidelines, and practical methods that support
ethical Al adoption across campus communities. This workshop is open to
individuals from all disciplines, regardless of their experience with Al.

Title: Should Al Firms and Their Bot Products Be Considered “Potentially
Responsible Parties”?

Presented by: Ken Weidner, Ph.D., Associate Professor of Management, Saint
Joseph’s University

Room: MGH 207

Abstract: This paper examines whether consumer and environmental protection
laws apply to Al firms and their online products. The paper includes an analysis of
documented cases of significant harms resulting from the use and impact of Al bots
and the firms’ operations through the lenses of (a) the Consumer Safety Act (1972)
and (b) the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act of 1980 (CERCLA), commonly known as Superfund. A growing number of news
accounts have documented harms to users, ranging from alleged defamation of
businesses to individual users committing suicide. The power of Al data centers
consume disproportionate amounts of electricity, posing a potential significant



environmental harm. Additionally, experts predict disruption of electricity markets,
specifically in electric rates for households and organizations.

5:30 p.m.

Keynote: Tools and Virtues: Al Ethics and Social Practices
Kane Forum, Edward R. Leahy, Jr. Hall

Many scholars have argued for a virtue ethics for Al, looking at how it might reshape our
character. Yet Al’'s use in different areas of society raise distinct moral concerns and
guestions of character, making it unlikely that Al will have any single set of effects on
character. This paper uses the concept of a social practice to examine Al’s effects on
virtue. Philosopher Alasdair Maclntyre described how virtues are formed through
communal practices that each seek their own ends. Using examples from medicine,
science, and other social practices, the paper shows how Al can reshape the ends,
sociality, and virtues inherent to practices in ways that either undermine or support the
practice and its associated virtues.

Paul Scherz, Ph.D., Our Lady of Guadalupe Professor of Theology at the University of Notre
Dame. He is also a Program Chair at the Notre Dame-IBM Tech Ethics Lab and a member of
the Vatican’s Centre for Digital Culture’s Al Research Group.

6:30 p.m.

Conference Dinner
Kane Forum, Edward R. Leahy, Jr. Hall

A full dinner will be provided for all conference attendees.



Saturday

9:00 a.m.-9:50a.m.

Conference Plenary

Title: Confronting the Ethics of Artificial Intelligence: A discussion

Facilitated by: Megan Heeder, Ph.D., Assistant Professor of Theology and Religious
Studies, University of Scranton

Room: Kane Forum, Edward R. Leahy, Jr. Hall

Featuring an All-Conference Discussion facilitated by Prof. Megan Heeder, Ph.D., Assistant
Professor of Theology & Religious Studies, University of Scranton

10:00 a.m.-10:40 a.m.

Title: Encountering Artificial Others? Phenomenologies of alterity and human-Al
interactions

Presented by: Edward A. Lenzo, Ph.D., Visiting Assistant Professor,
Muhlenberg College

Room: MGH 206

Abstract: Given the increasing use of conversational Al in our daily lives, it is crucial
to evaluate the ethical implications of human-LLM encounters from multiple
perspectives. In this paper, | take a phenomenological perspective to explore the
constitution, in experience, of a commonly occurring sense that the LLMs we
interact with are or have another consciousness, mind, interest, or perspective on
the world, i.e., that LLMs are personalistic beings. Edmund Husserl’s perceptual
account of intersubjectivity, according to which we directly perceive consciousness
or phenomenality in the expressive behavior of others, explains the generation of the
sense (though not necessarily belief) that the LLM interlocutor is a person.
Emmanuel Levinas’ account of the social relationship as constituted by the
possibility that the other will call one’s interests into question helps me to
demonstrate some ethical dangers of the appearance of artificial alterity. Chief
among these dangers is that we will become more complicit with power, in the form
of established and enforced moral hierarchies, and less capable of (that is, literally
less skilled at) navigating complex ethical situations and devising novel moral
solutions.



Title: On the Argumentative Landscape of Artificial Intelligence

Presented by: Andrew Burnside, University Lecturer, Humanities & Social Sciences,
New Jersey Institute of Technology

Soomin Kim, Postdoctoral Research, Ewha Womans University in Seoul, South
Korea

Room: MGH 202

Abstract: The argumentative landscape and public discourse surrounding the
potential use-cases for artificial intelligence has been overwhelmingly optimistic.
Unfortunately, the tech industry’s widespread positivity sidelines the serious ethical
and social concerns that accompany the development and use of artificial
intelligence. Here, there are at least three domains for critique, from specific to
general: human creativity, social wellbeing, and the environment. The willful
ignorance of these telescoping problems demonstrates two things. First,
technocratic governance opposes democratic governance and facilitates alienation
in a Marxian sense. Second, artificial intelligence exhibits a captivating, magical
influence on its users and society at large. We introduce some essential
architectural flaws within the development and use of artificial intelligence to
consolidate the harms for the people using them (sycophancy), the social relations
between people (technological unemployment), and the environment itself (climate
crisis) as a means to check unfettered technological optimism regarding the new
steam engine. We consider the tradeoff in net utility that artificial intelligence forces
upon society; the costs outweigh the potential gains from which average users
stand to benefit in the race to develop models with increasingly more compute.

Title: A Catholic Defense of Prohibiting Superintelligence

Presented by: Matthew Schneider, LC SThD, Instructor of Theology, Holy Apostles
College & Seminary

Room: MGH 207

Abstract: The Future of Life Foundation’s Statement on Superintelligence has been
signed by over 100,000. The brief statement reads: “We call for a prohibition on the

development of superintelligence, not lifted before there is (1) broad scientific
consensus that it will be done safely and controllably, and (2) strong public buy-in.”


https://superintelligence-statement.org/

As one of the faith leaders listed on the site as a signer, there seems to be limited
defense of such views from the perspective of Christian theology and philosophy.
This paper attempts to provide that defense within traditional Catholic moral
theology.

There are several aspects of a theological defense of this statement. It starts with an
understanding of human dignity and our fallen nature, along with an understanding
of artificial intelligence as a tool. To understand this tool-nature, a distinction
between real and artificial intelligence needs to be made. Man’s nature compared to
the tool-nature of computers gives man dominion over them, and so we must
ensure we maintain this dominance for a right ordering of man and machine.
Serious issues with Al safety have already arisen, such as attempts at deception
and blackmail or ability to override protections against dangerous prompts, are
examined as a serious risk to attempts at making superintelligent artificial
intelligence while maintaining a proper order of creation. We end with a prudential
analysis of risk-benefit analysis that will ensure human development. How can we
approach unknown, but possibly cataclysmic, risks to humanity while maintaining
human dignity and the right ordering of creation?

This paper will cover the brief reference to superintelligence in Antiqua et Nova, and
expand significantly beyond it.

10: 50 a.m.-11:30 a.m.

Title: The Algorithmic Condition: Rethinking Moral Formation in the Age of Predictive
Media

Presented by: Tiffany Petricini Ph.D., Associate Teaching Professor of
Communication, Media, and Communication, Penn State University- Erie Campus

Room: MGH 206

Abstract: Artificial intelligence does not merely introduce a new set of tools. The
algorithmic condition is a socio-technological environment in which human
perception, cognition, and moral reasoning are increasingly shaped by algorithmic
prediction. Within this emerging condition, discernment and autonomy, core
elements of moral formation, are reconfigured through machine mediation. Drawing
on the philosophical insights of Walter Ong, and Don |hde, alongside Jesuit
traditions of ethical reflection, this paper argues that Al reshapes the moral
imagination by automating habits of attention and interpretation. When algorithms



anticipate our desires, they subtly alter the moral horizon from which human choice
emerges. Using a communication ethics framework, | examine how the algorithmic
condition alters practices of conscience, responsibility, and relational
understanding. The paper concludes by proposing a pedagogy of algorithmic
discernment, which is a reflective practice that enables individuals and institutions
to resist automation’s reduction of meaning and reorient moral agency toward
dialogue, attentiveness, and care.

Title: The Normative Incompatibility of Artificial Intelligence with the Catholic
Intellectual Tradition

Presented by: Joseph Strubeck, Part-Time Instructor, Philosophy Department,
King’s College; Diocesan Secretary for Development, Scranton Diocese

Room: MGH 202

Abstract: In Antiqua et Nova (2025), one for the “Specific Questions” concerns the
relationship between artificial intelligence and human relationships.’ This concern
was first formally raised in the 2024 statement by the A.l. Research Group for the
Centre for Digital Culture of the Dicastery for Culture and Education of the Holy See,
Encountering Artificial Intelligence: Ethical & Anthropological Investigations. Both
documents seek to present artificial intelligence as presenting new challenges for
humanity, but place emphasis on the positive possibilities of artificial intelligence
for the future of our world by offering recommendations to those who are in control
of these technologies (governments and corporations).

In this paper, we consider the treatment of “consciousness” in Encountering
Artificial Intelligence in light several of the A.l. Research Group’s
“Recommendations for an A.l. Future”. By highlighting the increasingly problematic
“illusion of A.l. consciousness”?, we examine the growing capacity of artificial
intelligence to shape human experience through simulations of authenticity. Our
thesis is that the nearly exclusive emphasis on the positive possibilities of artificial
intelligence is a mistake.

Drawing upon a richer account of “consciousness” and emphasizing the special
characteristics unique to the human person, we place a special focus on early
modernity’s contrasting: Rene Descartes’ vision of humanity as destined for the
“mastery and possession of nature,”® and Giambattista Vico’s understanding of
history as a cyclical movement of progress (corsi) and regress (ricorsi)”.* Through



this juxtaposition, this paper challenges both the normative viability of artificial
intelligence (in its current forms), and the possibility of a “conscious A.l.”,
concluding that these technologies are normatively incompatible with the Catholic
Intellectual Tradition.

Title: The Ethics of Al in Education: Frameworks for Discernment

Presented by: Marie Heath, Ed.D., Associate Professor of Learning Design &
Technology, Loyola University Maryland

Room: MGH 207

Abstract: The integration of generative artificial intelligence (GenAl) into education
has often been framed as inevitable. Since the public release of ChatGPT in late
2022 and the rapid spread of multimodal Al systems, their adoption across
educational sectors has been presented as a natural trajectory of technological
progress. Yet this rhetoric of inevitability obscures a growing recognition of serious
ethical concerns—from environmental costs and labor exploitation to epistemic
integrity and psychological development.

The ethics of Al in education form a multidimensional system. GenAl functions
simultaneously as an epistemic technology reshaping knowledge and validation; a
cultural technology encoding specific worldviews; a psychological technology
influencing cognition and identity; an economic technology redistributing labor and
value; and an environmental technology demanding planetary resources. These
layers interact in non-linear ways that defy simple categorization.

This paper aims to equip educators, policymakers, and researchers with analytical
tools for informed, critical engagement with Al integration. However, attempts to
construct a single comprehensive ethical framework inevitably privilege some
dimensions while obscuring others. Addressing this complexity requires multiple
complementary approaches rather than one unifying model. Our work seeks to “give
complexity its due”—to avoid both excessive simplification and unnecessary
complication. We therefore propose two interrelated analytical frameworks. The
first organizes ethical concerns across scales—from global systems to institutions
to individual consciousness—showing how impacts cascade and interconnect. The
second organizes them by domain—environment, epistemology, labor, culture,
governance, and individual development—maintaining distinctions without
hierarchy. Each framework reveals what the other conceals; together, they offer a
more complete, though still partial, understanding.



In this paper, we expand on these ideas, presenting these two complementary
frameworks in greater detail as analytical tools for more nuanced, ethical decision-
making about technologies reshaping the foundations of learning and human
development.

Title: Using Al for dissent suppression: The case of Russia

Presented by: Tatiana Lysova, Ph.D., PostDoc in Sociology, University of
Milan-Bicocca, Italy

Room: MGH 205

Abstract: The proliferation of artificial intelligence (Al) in authoritarian regimes
poses significant threats to human rights and political dissent, primarily by enabling
more efficient and expansive surveillance. Research underscores how Al
technologies enable mass data collection and broad monitoring at reduced cost,
thereby exerting a chilling effect on opposition movements (Liu, 2023; Lynch, 2011).
This paper applies the concept of the authoritarian surveillant assemblage (ASA)
and insights from authoritarian studies to examine the integration of Al into Russia’s
ASA and its implications for social control and the repression of dissent. The
analysis shows that Russia’s ASA now encompasses a wide array of Al-driven tools,
from facial recognition in video surveillance systems to predictive tools for
forecasting and responding to “negative events,” as perceived by the authorities. The
study contributed to moving beyond a state-centric focus in surveillance (Avis et al.,
2025; Hou, 2024) by exploring the engagement of a wide array of private actors
within Russia’s Al-enabled ASA. Additionally, a new repressive legislation,
introduced following the full-scale invasion of Ukraine, has been reinforcing the
state’s capacity for surveillance and repression, including criminal penalties for
“discrediting” the Armed Forces and the classification of the “International LGBT
movement” as extremist. Simultaneously, the lack of legal constraints on Al use and
the absence of privacy protections in Russian legislation heighten the risks of abuse
and arbitrariness in Al usage. The abuse of Al in such authoritarian contexts raises
ethical concerns as it not only undermines individual privacy and autonomy, but it
also exacerbates existing social inequalities by disproportionately targeting
marginalized or “risky” groups, as constructed by the authorities.



11:40a.m.-12:20 p.m.

Title: The Impact of Al on Democracy and World Order

Presented by: Widayne Hamdach, Ph.D., Assistant Professor of Political Science,
Saint Peter's University

Room: MGH 206

Abstract: The rapid advancement of artificial intelligence (Al) is transforming
societies at an unprecedented pace, reshaping sectors including healthcare,
finance, education, and governance. Beyond its practical applications, Al carries
profound implications for democracy, political stability, and international relations,
raising urgent concerns about the emergence of digital authoritarianism. This study
examines how Al technologies ranging from sophisticated algorithms and predictive
analytics to deep-fake visual media and automated content dissemination—can
undermine liberal democratic institutions, compromise individual privacy, violate
human rights, and manipulate public opinion. By enabling the rapid spread of
falsified or misleading information, Al erodes trust in political processes, amplifies
polarization, and weakens the social cohesion essential to stable governance.

At the global level, Al intensifies geopolitical competition, particularly among
leading powers such as the United States and China, as nations pursue
technological supremacy to secure economic advantage, military capability, and
broader influence. The race for digital dominance heightens the risk of interstate
tensions and may provoke conflicts driven by technological competition, rather than
traditional territorial disputes. Moreover, the convergence of Al with surveillance
technologies, data exploitation, and automated decision-making systems amplifies
the threat of digital totalitarianism, with potential consequences for both domestic
governance and global security.

By highlighting Al’s dual capacity to empower societies and simultaneously disrupt
democratic horms, this article emphasizes the critical need for coordinated policy
responses. Governments and international institutions must develop unified
counterstrategies, establish robust legal and ethical frameworks, and promote
responsible Al governance to safeguard human rights, uphold democratic
accountability, and maintain international peace. Understanding the political and
social ramifications of Al is thus essential for fostering ethical leadership and
mitigating risks in an increasingly complex and technologically driven global
landscape.



Title: Pragmatic Humanism for Hurari’s Al Nexus

Presented by: Jeffrey Dueck, Ph.D., Acting Dean, College of Arts & Sciences, Saint
Peter’s University

Room: MGH 202

Abstract: Yuval Noah Hurari gives an insightful look at Al in his recent book, Nexus.
Examining the history of information networks, he warns about the unintended
consequences of algorithms that lack self-corrective mechanisms and instead
prioritize engagement over truth. From witch-hunts to wars, Hurari’s examples
presage the unchecked development of Al and its potential to undermine humanity
as we know it.

Failing to push algorithms towards truth while relying on engagement or profit leads
to terrible outcomes, including authoritarian exploitation and a spiral of
confirmation bias. But Hurari’s criticisms rely on a naive correspondence theory of
truth that itself has ethical implications. “Alternative facts”, cynicism about
“expertise”, and the undermining of “science”, ironically result from reducing truth
to the psychological certainty of self-evident correspondence. Philosophical
pragmatism notoriously challenges the dichotomy between truth and engagement,
showing how correspondence theories lack connection to practice, process, and
policy. A pragmatic approach can elucidate Al versions of logic, empiricism, peer-
review, and meliorism, leading to self-corrective processes where analogues of
virtue, reason, and morality can be developed internally. Alongside traditions
promoting rational deliberation, justice, and intellectual humility, a pragmatic
humanism sets the stage for a more “humane” Al ready to meet Hurari’s concerns.

Title: The "Doctor" is In: On Chatbots in Medicine

Presented by: Henry Curtis, Ph.D., Adjunct Lecturer, Albany College of Pharmacy &
Health Sciences

Room: MGH 207

Abstract: Al, large language models, and machine learning algorithms have already
had a strong foothold in various medical professions, including radiology,
dermatology, and cardiology amongst others. One new way that these technologies
are being utilized is in the form of chatbots that talk directly to patients. Chatbots
are increasingly being utilized both by hospitals and medical practices, but more
concerningly are being offered as apps created by private companies for individuals



to download and ask medical questions to. These bots are advertised as personal
nurses and Al-powered symptom checkers that people can use to help keep track of
medications, to track personal health metrics like weight or sleep, and to give
diagnoses based on inputted symptoms. Some even utilize a triage-coded system to
tell the user the severity of their diagnosis. While making health care more
accessible is certainly a noble goal, | argue that there are some significant concerns
with this implementation of Al. First, unlike other instances of machine learningin
medicine, there is no medical professional to act as an intermediary to translate the
output of the algorithm. The Al system directly interacts with the patient, who may
be less able to interpret what the chatbot tells them and make decisions on what to
do with that information. Second, drawing on the literature on trust and Al, the
personification of these chatbots may unduly cause the user to believe their
outputs. We often give chatbots names, have them respond with first person
language, and even apologize when prompted to do so. For these reasons, | argue
that more oversight and forethought is required before widely implementing
chatbots in medicine.

Title: When Al Meets the Pennsylvania Constitution: Fairness, Justice, and
Environmental Rights

Presented by: Marcelius Braxton, J.D., Director of The Center for Social Change and
Belonging and Affiliate Associate Teaching Professor of Philosophy and African
Studies, Penn State University

Room: MGH 205

Abstract: The demand for Artificial Intelligence (Al) has led to building Al data
centers that consume significant amounts of water and energy and contribute
significantly to air and water pollution. These facilities disproportionally impact
areas with large populations of low-income people and communities of color.
Additionally, these data centers potentially conflict with laws, policies,
environmental protections, and ethical principles of fairness, equity, and justice.

This presentation examines the moral and ethical tensions related to the state of
Pennsylvania authorizing Al data centers that contribute to air pollution, water
pollution, environmental harms, and negative impacts for vulnerable populations. It
explores moral and ethical principles related to fairness and justice while also
examining a provision of the Pennsylvania State Constitution that expressly requires
the state to maintain the rights of residents to have clean air and pure water.



By integrating multiple theories related to fairness and justice, such as
utilitarianism, Rawls’ theory of justice, distributive justice, and procedural justice,
this presentation incorporates law, ethics, and philosophy to provide actionable
recommendations for policymakers and stakeholders to examine and assess the
implications of Al production. It offers concrete considerations for centering and
promoting human rights, fairness, and justice while considering Al structures.

12:20 p.m.—-1:00 p.m.

Lunch

A light lunch will be provided to all conference attendees

1:00 p.m.-1:50 p.m.

Title: A Journalist's Blueprint for Al and Christianity
Presented by: Ryan Struyk, Senior Producer, CNN
Room: MGH 206

Abstract: Journalism and Christian faith share an overlapping moral core: speaking
truth, affirming human dignity in all people, exposing injustice and amplifying the
voices of marginalized people. Artificial intelligence is now reshaping how each of
these values are practiced in everyday life. This session explores the novel
theological and ethical questions Al raises for news: How does truth-telling change,
if at all, when machines generate and mediate information at scale? What is the true
meaning of human dignity and our roles as image bearers when Al is rewiring our
relationships and forcing new questions about what it means to be human? CNN'’s
Director of Al Innovation Ryan Struyk draws on his experience as an Emmy Award-
winning television producer and political reporter to offer a Christian framework for
discerning faithful uses of Al in journalism and the world.

Title: The ethics of generative Al in scientific writing and communication: A moving
target

Presented by: Jennifer Tudor, Associate Professor of Biology, St. Joseph’s University

Room: MGH 202



Abstract: The International Committee of Medical Journal Editors (ICMJE) updated
their recommendations for the conduct, reporting, editing, and publication of
scholarly work in medical journals to include guidance on “how work conducted
with the assistance of artificial intelligence (Al) technology should be
acknowledged.” Many journals and publishing houses have since withdrawn from
their highly restrictive stance regarding the use of generative Al and adapted
editorial policies on text and image integrity. This substantial shift of the ethical
guidelines on the use of generative Al creates a new ecosystem for rising scholars
on the use of generative Al in scientific communication. To meet this changing
landscape, more information is needed on the current and projected future state-of-
affairs regarding the editorial policies of the preeminent and discipline-specific
journals of biology on text and image integrity and use of generative Al. A similar
analysis is also required to understand the current and projected use of generative
Al in undergraduate biology and neuroscience classrooms, with particular emphasis
on implications for the integration of generative Al on research ethics. Though many
undergraduate classrooms are contending with issues of academic honesty as it
relates to Al, here we focus on examining how generative Al can be ethically used
towards research progress and scientific communication. We will report on our
findings from a survey distributed to staff at publishing houses and biology and
neuroscience educators. This data will also be contextualized with data from
interviews with staff and scientific editors from several publishing houses. Overall,
this project will provide a snapshot of the current ethical landscape of the use of Al
in publishing versus the classroom, and if there is a need to adjust Al policies in the
classroom to better prepare our students to meet the landscape in publishing.

Title: Epistemic Humility and the Limits of Responsibility: Ontological Uncertainty in
Advanced Artificial Intelligence

Presented by: Gabriel Forthofer, Philosophy Graduate Student, Boston College
Room: MGH 207

Abstract: The inner alighment problem asks whether an Al system can be aligned
well enough with human values to be considered safe and trustworthy. Melo et al.
(2025) prove that this problem is undecidable for Turing-complete systems through
Rice's theorem and a reduction to Turing's halting problem. This undecidability
raises a distinctive challenge for the philosophy of responsibility. If we cannot verify
whether a system is truly alighed, how can we fairly assign moral or legal
accountability when harm occurs? In this paper, | develop the distinction between



ontological safety—the actual alignment status of a system, which may remain
incomputable—and procedural safety—whether developers exercised feasible,
auditable diligence given known limits. | argue that this distinction provides a
coherent response to epistemic humility without collapsing into nihilism or hubris.
The distinction is anchored in control-based theories of responsibility and the
literature on moral luck in automation. | conclude that epistemic humility ultimately
requires upstream restraint on capabilities that outstrip our capacity for ontological
assurance.

2:00 p.m.—-2:40 p.m.
Title: Dangerous Optimism and Promising Hope; and
Dirty Hands and Degraded Dignity: The Future of Al

Presented by: Gordon Purves, Ph.D., Associate Professor of Philosophy, Sacred
Heart University

Christine Susienka, Ph.D., Associate Professor of Philosophy, Sacred Heart
University

Room: MGH 206

Abstract:
Dangerous Optimism and Promising Hope

Many leading technologists have defended “techno-optimism,” holding that the
best response to catastrophic disruptors like climate change and Al is further
technological development. They argue that energy, emissions, or technological
austerity hinders our ability to find creative solutions to the problems posed by
industry and technology. They maintain that technical solutions will succeed if
unhindered by regulation, even if we don’t have a clear vision of how. Further, many
argue that expansion of Al into personal, professional, and political life is inevitable,
and the best way to reach a point of effective and beneficial incorporation is to get
there as soon as possible. We argue that techno-optimistic responses to
catastrophic disruptors can motivate dangerous inaction, unduly limit the space of
potential solutions, and restrict effective agency to technologists and government
leaders. Faith that technology will solve these problems can hinder adoption of
difficult changes that we have good reasons to believe can be effective and may be
necessary. Conversely, hope has played a uniquely beneficial role in social justice



and liberation movements by motivating collective action and empowering activists
to imagine new social structures. We argue that techno-optimism risks the hope
that is needed to effectively face the challenges of catastrophic disrupters.

Dirty Hands and Degraded Dignity: The Future of Al?

Current Al models hallucinate, embed and exacerbate biases, undercut
accountability practices, and are misaligned with human values. Even if we make
progress on these issues, Al advancements could still lead to mass unemployment,

degraded human agency, negative environmental impact, and a flattening of human
cultures. Nonetheless, many industrial, educational, and governmental initiatives
advocate for the development and deployment of Al systems. The resounding tenor
of the moment seems to be that the train has left the station and all that we can do
is adapt or be left behind. In the meanwhile, our personal data, our publications,
and our interactions with Al tools enhance and improve technology that we have
good reason to believe threatens our institutions and our individual well-being. We
argue that when this is the dominant narrative, and the option to opt-out of Al is
unavailable, obscured, or extremely costly, we are put in the position of being
complicit in bringing about these very harms. Our hands are dirtied, and our dignity
degraded in the process. This forced complicity is itself another distinct harm
insofar as it undermines our moral agency and fails to respect us as persons.

Title: A Case Against Building or Using Al-Systems: Al, the Environment, and the
Legacy of Pope Francis

Presented by: Charles Freiberg, Ph.D., Assistant Professor of Philosophy, University
of Central Florida

Room: MGH 202

Abstract: In this paper, | bring together Pope Francis’s writings, in particular Laudato
Si’ and Laudate Deum, with the work of Science and Technology Studies (STS)
scholars to argue that we have good reasons not to build or use Al-systems. | make
this argument in two moves. | first argue that the environmental impact of Al-
systems is inconsistent with Pope Francis’s call to care for our common home. As
part of this argument, | take seriously Antiqua et Nova’s warning that we must not
think of Al as an ephemeral, intangible thing, which allows us to cover over its
environmental impact, but must see it as something material and existing in



hardware. When Al-systems are framed in this way, we are forced to take seriously
not only the energy and water demands of data centers, but also the mining of rare
earth metals required to build the hardware and other aspects of the supply chain
that further demonstrate the environmental impact. Beyond the specific
environmental damage of currently existing forms of Al-systems, | further argue that
artificial intelligence in general is built on a logic of extraction, which treats the
environment and humans as merely standing by as resources, a point that Pope
Francis gestures at in Laudate Deum and which STS scholars have argued for in
greater detail, e.g., Kate Crawford’s argument that Al should be understood as an
“extractive industry.” In this way, Al is built upon and materializes presuppositions
about the environment, human beings, and the relationship between the two that
ought to be rejected. In other words, there is no way to separate out Al and the
problematic logic of the technocratic paradigm that Pope Francis diagnosed. Given
the environmental impact of current Al-systems and the extractive logic of Al in
general, | argue that we have good reasons not to build or use these systems.

Title: Saving Spoons, Shifting Systems: Generative Al as Disability Accommodation
and Ethical Praxis

Presented by: Crystal Boyce, Health & Biosciences Librarian, George Mason
University

Room: MGH 207

Abstract: Artificial intelligence is often framed through the lenses of automation,
productivity, and efficiency, but for many disabled scholars and professionals, Al
tools can function as access technologies that mediate inequitable cognitive,
emotional, and energetic demands. This presentation reframes generative Al not as
a threat to human labor, but as a means of redistributing cognitive and affective
labor in ways that align with disability justice principles. Drawing on Spoon Theory
and the social model of disability, the project situates Al use as an ethical
intervention within ableist academic and professional structures that privilege
stamina, constant availability, and neurotypical communication norms.

Through autoethnographic case studies, | demonstrate how generative Al tools such
as ChatGPT serve as cognitive, emotional, and executive-function accommodations
in professional library and educational work by facilitating tasks like emotionally
complex correspondence, meta data design, and instructional content
development. Each use case foregrounds the ethical tensions between individual
access and systemic inequity: while Al can mitigate personal barriers, it



simultaneously depends on exploitative data labor, environmental cost, and ableist
narratives of "efficiency."

This session invites participants to critically interrogate these paradoxes through an
ethics -of-care framework, asking: What does it mean to "save spoons" using a
system built on the spoons of others? What would equitable, accessible, and non-
extractive Al design look like if guided by disability justice rather than productivity
metrics?

Ultimately, the talk positions Al-as-accommodation as both a survival tool and a
site of ethical reckoning-where access, justice, and responsibility must be held in
ongoing tension.

Title: Live Not By Fear: Grades and Theological Education in the Age of Al

Presented by: Alessandro Rovati, Ph.D., Associate Professor of Theology, Belmont
Abbey College

Room: MGH 205

Abstract: Theology is the systematic reception, reflection on, and response to the
Word of God. As such, it requires the encounter between the person and the words
of Scripture and Sacred Tradition. To substitute such an encounter with the use of
generative Al undermines the discipline of theology and the experience of learning it
is meant to foster. Yet, many students use large language models as a shortcut to
fulfill courses’ requirements in an expedited and easier way. Why? The paper argues
that students use Al because of disinterest, a sense of inadequacy, or fear. If we
want to curtail the use of Al that undermines authentic theological learning, we
must get to the root causes that encourage students to prefer LLMs to direct
engagement with the Bible and the Christian tradition. To do so necessitates a
radical renewal of our current pedagogical practices, the traditional use of grades in
particular. The paper uses contemporary scholars of education, such as Kohn,
Blum, Eyler, and Stommel, to describe an alternative approach to teaching and
assessment based on ongoing feedback and investment in the students’ agency
that more effectively hands on the Church’s living tradition in the context of the Al
revolution.



2:50 p.m.-3:30 p.m.

Title: Al for the Planet: Considering Energy Use and When to Best Use Al

Presented by: Naomi Toftness, Public Services Librarian, Connecticut State
Community College — Northwestern Campus

Ryan Rebstock; Public Services Librarian, Connecticut State Community College -
Northwestern Campus

Room: MGH 206

Abstract: The biology faculty at our small and rural community college campus
posed this question to the librarians: “Given the environmental impacts of Artificial
Intelligence, we probably shouldn’t be using it to make silly cat pictures, right? What
should we save it for?”. Two librarians, one an Al skeptic and one an Al Fellow,
attempt to answer this question for a faculty workshop held in conjunction with our
Center for Teaching April workshop to celebrate Earth Day. Sustainability is a core
ethic in librarianship, and our work with Artificial Intelligence continues with that
work. Librarian presenters will have loads of examples of environmental impacts
and also really cool and useful ways to use Al. The faculty at our college run the full
range of fighters and enjoyers of Artificial Intelligence, so we are eager to hear their
reaction to the librarian's perspective. Considerations about how to be conscious
about Generative Al slipping into all areas of tools of our work and research are
considered as thinking about its environmental impact as well as cognitive debt.
Feedback from our faculty workshop will be available at this conference as well!

Title: The Antipersonalist Virtue-Ethics of Al Deathbots
Presented by: Esther Berry, Franciscan University of Steubenville
Room: MGH 202

Abstract: Current research on advances in Al “deathbots” -- commercial services
designed to preserve the personalities of dead loved ones through LLM technology-
suggests that standard user experience falls woefully short of what is advertised.
(See Kidd J, Nieto McAvoy E. Synthetic afterlives: Deathbots as affective
infrastructures of memory. Memory, Mind & Media. 2025;4:e16.
doi:10.1017/mem.2025.10013). These interactions have been evaluated as

“hollow”, “reductive”, and “deceptive”. Although this is certainly an accurate
assessment, in this paper | argue that experience-based critiques of deathbot



programs obscure a deeper problem: through deathbots and similar technology, the
dead are aggressively depersonalized, while the living are habituated to conceiving
of interpersonal connection as an “experience” which could in principle be
approximated to greater or lesser degrees by an algorithmic stand-in. First, |
articulate several ways in which deathbots contribute to an ethic of
depersonalization, and contrast the general worldview suggested by these
advancements with the Catholic personalism of Edith Stein and Dietrich von
Hildebrand. Finally, | argue that a virtue-ethical framework which centers
personalist values could provide a practical alternative to experience-based
critiques of deathbot technology.

Title: Artificial Unintelligence: Truncating Inquiry in The Age of Large Language
Models

Presented by: Edgar Valdez, Ph.D., Associate Professor of Philosophy, St. Peter’s
University

Room: MGH 207

Abstract: In this paper | argue that the use of large language models and generative
Al mechanisms like Gemini and ChatGPT have tended towards the unintelligent.
Philosophical accounts of human intelligence and cognition center on responsibility
and active inquiry and to date the embrace of generative mechanisms has worked
only to stifle or truncate inquiry. As such this is a critique not of whether or not such
mechanisms are intelligent, but of our unintelligent use of them. First | draw on the
work of Immanuel Kant and the Jesuit philosopher Bernard Lonergan to point to
integral features of human intelligence. In Kant’s account of enlightenment we find
an emphasis on the responsibility we take for the use of our understanding.
Unfortunately, current discussions of uses of generative Al as tools in learning serve
as examples of cognitive offloading. While some cognitive offloading enables
further learning, the current uses of generative Al abdicate the responsibility of what
we do with our understanding. Lonergan situates an unrestricted desire to know as a
fundamental feature of the human condition and a necessity for human self-
transcendence, understood as knowledge, moral conversion, or falling in love. There
is widespread evidence of the exploitation and environmental degradation that
generative Al produces and our collective reticence to acknowledge them is an
indication of truncating inquiry. The technological paradigm that champions Al is
epistemologically distorted. These two dimensions of unintelligence are mutually
reinforcing and | argue they must be resisted in tandem.



Title: Crossing the Bar: How Al Requires us to rethink the 'Human'

Presented by: John Hunter, Professor of Comparative & Digital Humanities,
Bucknell University

Room: MGH 205

Abstract: One of the most salient ethical challenges posed by Al is that it blurs the
distinction between human actions or thoughts and computational ones. As David
M. Berry puts it, “machine generated content becomes not just indistinguishable
from human production but begins to reshape the very grounds upon which we
understand authenticity and experience.” As a result, many scholars have criticized
Al on the grounds that it threatens uniquely human capacities and responsibilities —
Shannon Vallor’s important recent book The Al Mirror, for example, is subtitled How
to Reclaim Our Humanity in an Age of Machine Thinking.

This paper argues that Vallor’s position (and the many others like them) share an
important and disabling weakness: they never define what they mean by “the
human.” The history of philosophy and science shows that “humanity” is a category
that we construct, ascribe to things variably, and continually renegotiate; it has
never had a stable, transhistorical definition. This paper thus argues that one of the
most important consequences of generative Al for ethics is that it forces us to re-
think the category of the human and (by consequence) ethical responsibility in the
context of computational intelligence.

3:40 p.m.-4:00 p.m.
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