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Spring 2026 Generative AI Virtual Showcase
Incorporating Generative AI into Teaching & Learning
Friday, April 24, 2026 | Via Zoom
Organized by the USM Kirwan Center for Academic Innovation in collaboration with the USM Council for University System Faculty (CUSF) and MarylandOnline (MOL)
Call for Proposals: Virtual Concurrent Session Presentations
Deadline Extended! Proposals Due by 11:59 p.m. on Tuesday, March 10, 2026. 
Submit your Proposal.
The Kirwan Center for Academic Innovation invites faculty, staff, and faculty/staff/student teams from accredited Maryland institutions of higher education to showcase innovative approaches to incorporating Generative AI into teaching and learning practices. This state-wide event will provide a platform to share promising practices, critical insights, and lessons learned as we continue to navigate the evolving landscape of AI in higher education.
[bookmark: _Int_sjbBQKVx]We invite proposals from individuals or teams to showcase your work integrating Generative AI into workflows, assignments, learning activities, and course design. Proposals may represent individual faculty innovations, department-wide programs, or campus-wide initiatives. Proposals might also focus on broader AI initiatives, policies, or infrastructure provided the angle addressed relates to teaching and learning. We particularly welcome submissions grounded in the Scholarship of Teaching and Learning (SoTL) or that demonstrate evidence-based teaching practices, and we encourage discipline-specific applications across all tracks.
Proposals should align with one of the following tracks:
Track 1: Philosophical and Critical Conversations in AI
This track focuses on AI tensions and debates, ethics, and academic integrity. Proposals might address approaches to teaching responsible AI use, developing institutional or course-level AI policies, navigating plagiarism and attribution concerns, exploring ethical dimensions of AI in society and education, or engaging students in critical examination of AI’s societal impact.
Track 2: Engaging Students with AI
This track emphasizes student-centered AI integration for learning and skill development. Proposals might address students using AI tools as collaborators in the learning process (brainstorming, drafting, revision, tutoring, feedback), assignments that help students understand how AI works and evaluate AI outputs, or activities that invite students to critically examine AI’s role in their discipline and future profession.
Track 3: AI for Course Design, Accessibility, and Faculty Productivity
This track highlights faculty and staff use of AI to enhance teaching effectiveness and efficiency. Proposals might address using AI to create greater transparency and relevance in course materials, enhance accessibility for diverse learners, create or adapt open educational resources (OER), improve inclusive teaching practices, streamline feedback workflows, or support course redesign efforts.
We strongly encourage proposals showcasing use cases that support the success of all learners across varied backgrounds and learning needs, enhance accessibility, and include the meaningful engagement of students as co-creators or contributors. We are seeking examples from across different sectors, disciplines, levels (lower division, upper division, graduate), and assignment types.
Up to 36 presentations will be accepted into the showcase. Proposed presentations should be 15 minutes long, with 5 minutes for questions, for a total of 20 minutes. Presentations will be clustered by track into concurrent sessions (a tentative schedule is included near the end of this call). Presentations are well suited for completed or in-progress projects and should highlight key aspects of your work. We ask you to limit the number of presenters to no more than 3 people, though additional collaborators are welcome to be in the session and be available for the Q&A portion of the presentation.
Please anonymize the proposal text by removing references to proposal authors or institutions to allow for anonymous review.
Proposal Requirements
Proposals should address the following four components (total word count: 750 words maximum across all four sections):
1. Purpose: What was your purpose in using Generative AI in your assignment/learning activity/course or focusing on Generative AI in your initiative/project? (You might address aspects such as: Who was your audience? What needs were met using Generative AI?)
2. Process: What was your process? (You might address aspects such as: Who was involved, and how? What tools did you use?)
3. Results: What are the results to date of your use of Generative AI? (You might address aspects such as: What impact did the incorporation of Generative AI have on your students and their learning, or on larger programs and processes? What feedback have you received on the assignment/learning activity, including from colleagues or students (if any)? What revisions have you made (if any)? What plans do you have to build on your use of Generative AI going forward?)
4. Lessons Learned: What lessons learned do you have to share with participants? (You might address aspects such as: What do you wish you had known earlier in the process? What are helpful tools or resources [people, websites, guides]? What issues were raised regarding responsible or ethical use?)
Submission Form Questions
The submission form will ask you to provide the following information:
1. Contact Information
· Lead presenter name
· Lead presenter email
· Lead presenter institution
· Additional presenter names (if applicable)
· Additional presenter institutions (if applicable)
2. Presentation Information
· Presentation title
· Preferred track (select one from the three tracks listed above)
· Target audience/course level (e.g., undergraduate, graduate, general education)
· Discipline(s)
3. Proposal Content (to be anonymized—do not include identifying information)
· Purpose (see description above)
· Process (see description above)
· Results (see description above)
· Lessons Learned (see description above)
· Total word count across all four sections: 750 words maximum
4. Additional Information
· Are any students involved as co-presenters or collaborators? (Yes/No)
Review Process
A panel of reviewers will review each proposal anonymously using the following rubric:
	Criterion
	Exemplary (4)
	Proficient (3)
	Developing (2)
	Beginning (1)

	Purpose
	Purpose clearly articulated with a strong rationale for AI integration & clear connection to learning goals.
	Purpose is clear with adequate rationale for AI integration.
	Purpose is present, but rationale for AI integration is weak.
	The purpose is absent or unclear.

	Process
	Process is clearly described with specific details about implementation, tools used, and stakeholder involvement.
	Process is adequately described with some details about implementation.
	Process is vaguely described with minimal detail.
	Process is absent or unclear.

	Results
	Results clearly described with specific evidence of impact on student learning, teaching practice, or larger programs/ processes
	Results are described with some evidence of impact.
	Results are minimally described with little evidence.
	Results are absent or unclear.

	Lessons Learned
	Lessons learned are insightful, actionable, and clearly articulated with relevance to broader community.
	Lessons learned are clear and relevant to others.
	Lessons learned are present but lack depth or relevance.
	Lessons learned are absent or unclear.

	Clarity
	Proposal is exceptionally clear, well-organized, and concise throughout all sections.
	Proposal is clear and well-organized with minor issues.
	Proposal has clarity issues that impede understanding.
	Proposal is unclear or poorly organized.

	Adaptability
	Strong evidence that approach could be adapted across disciplines, contexts, or institutions.
	Clear evidence that approach could be adapted to other settings.
	[bookmark: _Int_70029A4v]Some indication of potential adaptability.
	No evidence of adaptability beyond specific context.


In making the final selection of proposals for the showcase, the selection committee will work to ensure a diversity of presentations by topic, sector, discipline, and track.
Tentative Schedule
9:00-9:15 AM EST: Welcome and Opening Remarks
9:20-10:20 AM EST: Concurrent Session 1
10:30-11:30 AM EST: Concurrent Session 2
11:40 AM-12:40 PM EST: Keynote
12:55-1:55 PM EST: Concurrent Session 3
2:00-3:00 pm EST: Concurrent Session 4
3:05-3:15 pm EST: Closing Remarks and Reflection
Submission Information
Link to Submission Form: Submit your proposal
Extended! Deadline for Submissions: Tuesday, March 10, 2026, 11:59 p.m. ET
Notification of Acceptance: Monday, March 30, 2026
For questions about the showcase or proposal submission process, please contact Jennifer Potter, Associate Director, Kirwan Center for Academic Innovation, at jpotter@usmd.edu.
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