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Present 
Professor Geraint Rees – Chair and SLMS representative 
Dr Caroline Bressey, co-opted member 
Cathy Brown, Office of the Vice-Provost (Advancement) 
Professor Stella Bruzzi – SLASH representative 
Dr Clare Goudy – Secretary and Provost’s Office representative 
Henry Kilworth, Media Relations 
Collette Lux, Communications & Marketing 
Fiona McClement, Equality, Diversity & Inclusion 
Professor Nicola Miller, Institute of Advanced Studies  
Professor Sara Mole, Provost’s Gender Envoy 
Sandy Ogundele, BME Students Officer, Students’ Union UCL 
Professor Giorgio Savini, Academic Board representative 
Chris Shore, UCL Estates (for Kevin Argent) 
Ashley Slanina-Davies, Education Officer, Students’ Union UCL 
Abigail Smith, Interfaith Forum representative 
Professor Nigel Titchener-Hooker, BEAMS representative  
Professor Ijeoma Uchegbu, Provost’s Race Envoy 
 
In attendance 
Professor Dame Hazel Genn 
 
Apologies 
Marcia Jacks; Dr Subhadra Das; Richard Jackson; Kevin Argent 
 

1 Welcome and introductions 
The chair noted that the committee did not meet on May 14 as planned due to lockdown. This meeting was being 
convened at the request of the Provost to consider the denaming requests put forward by the Chair of the Eugenics 
Inquiry Reponse Group following the recommendations from the Inquiry into the History of Eugenics at UCL.  
 

2 Conflicts of interest 
 
The Chair noted that he had responsibility for some areas of teaching and genetics in his role as Dean of Life 
Sciences, and asked the committee to indicate whether they would consider this a conflict of interest given the 
proposals on the agenda. The committee agreed that they were content that he should continue to chair for this 
meeting. 
 
Fiona McClement, Sandra Ogundele, Ijeoma Uchegbu and Caroline Bressey indicated that they had been members 
of the Inquiry into the History of Eugenics at UCL. The committee noted this but agreed that this was not considered 
a conflict of interest. 
 
3 Minutes of previous meeting and matters arising 
 
The minutes of the previous meeting were agreed as an accurate record.  
 
On matters arising: 
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 The membership of the committee had been expanded as discussed at the previous meeting: 

 
 Ashley Slanina Davies has joined as a second sabbatical officer from Students’ Union UCL; the 

sabbatical team will be invited to nominate her replacement once her term ends in July; 
 The Gender Working Group were not able to send a representative to this meeting but have been 

invited to nominate for future meetings; Sara Mole is co-chair of the GWG;  
 Professor Nicola Miller has joined to represent the Institute of Advanced Studies; 
 Kevin Argent, Director of Estates Strategy, will replace Andrew Asbury on the committee (Chris Shore is 

deputising for him for this meeting); 
 Abigail Smith from OVPA has joined as the representative of the Interfaith Forum; 
 Dr Caroline Bressey has been co-opted onto the committee. 

 
 Forms for naming / de-naming: the forms have been updated as agreed and a website has been created 

for the Committee. This will be a public site but proposals for naming and de-naming can only be accepted 
from members of the UCL community (current staff and students). A webform has been created to allow 
proposals to be submitted.  
Agreed: The committee agreed that the business of the committee should be as open and transparent as 
possible, and that all minutes, proposals and policies should be available on the website.  

 Sarah Parker Remond Centre: The Chair noted that he had received expressions of strong support from 
the scholars consulted on the proposal to name the Centre for the Study of Race and Racialisation the 
Sarah Parker Remond Centre. He had therefore taken Chair’s action to recommend the name to the 
Provost and this recommendation had been accepted.  

 Guidance for applications and on other forms of memorialisation: This is work in progress and will be 
brought to the next meeting of the committee for review.  

 
4 Proposal: Galton Lecture Theatre 
 
The committee reviewed the request that the Galton Lecture Theatre be de-named, as proposed by Professor 
Dame Hazel Genn on behalf of the Eugenics Inquiry Response Group. The committee agreed that the evidence in 
the History of Eugenics at UCL Inquiry report was suffiicent to allow for consideration of the proposal. As this was 
the consequence of months of scholarship and debate, no additional corroboration was considered necessary.  
 
The Chair noted that the committee’s role was to look at the evidence against the principles set out in paragraphs 
15-19 of UCL’s Buildings Naming and Re-naming policy, and to review the proposal against those principles. He 
noted that the committee would then make a recommendation to the Provost who would consult Council before 
confirming a final decision. 
 
The committee considered the request against each of the five principles:  
 

The principal legacy of the namesake is fundamentally at odds with the mission of UCL: 
There was strong consensus amongst the committee that the request was in line with this principle, given 
Galton’s leading role in the eugenics movement and his active promotion of ideas and practices which are 
at odds with UCL’s values. 
 
Was the the principal legacy significantly contested in the time / place that the namesake lived? 
The committee noted that some opposition to Galton’s ideas at the time. It also acknowledged that those 
disadvantaged by his ideas and their practice do not have significant representation in the historical record 
and therefore the strength of the opposition to his ideas is unlikely to be fully documented.  
 
How did UCL come to name this space? 
The committee noted evidence from the Inquiry that UCL had named the lecture theatre after Galton in 
2000. There was no indication of any sustained process of consultation ahead of the adoption of the name 
(although this was not a requirement of UCL policy at the time). The committee also noted that there is an 
endowment associated with Galton at UCL. This falls outside the remit of this committee and will need to be 
considered by the Eugenics Inquiry Response Group. As there is no evidence that this included a 
requirement to name the lecture theatre after him, however, it was agreed that this should not be considered 
an obstacle to dename. The Office for the Vice-Provost (Advancement) confirmed that they did not consider 
there would be a need to consult Galton’s family on any recommendation to dename.  
 
Obligation to consider contextualisation 
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Noting that the contextualisation of the decision was a complex issue, with a number of competing 
perspectives on the best approach, the committee nevertheless agreed in principle to recommend that there 
should be some way of providing context for the denaming of the lecture theatre, through a board or plaque. 
There was some consensus that this should be concise and factual. If the recommendation to dename is 
accepted by the Provost and Council, it was agreed that sub-group of the committee should be established 
to develop this contextual statement. It was also agreed that the recommendation should acknowledge that 
the provision of a contextual statement should not impede or otherwise delay the decision to de-name. 
 
Context and balance of spaces across the campus, particularly with reference to equality and 
inclusion 
The committee agreed that the naming of a lecture theatre after a key proponent of eugenics was at odds 
with UCL’s commitment to equality and inclusion. It also noted that eugenics impacted on a range of 
communities and that this should be noted in the contextual statement.  

 
Having considered the request against the principles, there was strong agreement to recommend that the lecture 
theatre should be denamed, and a contextualising statement provided in due course (and as early as possible). No 
dissenting opinions were expressed.  
Action: The Chair will write formally to the Provost to confirm the recommendation to de-name the Galton Lecture 
Theatre. 
 
5 Pearson Lecture Theatre and Pearson Building 
 
The committee reviewed the request that the Pearson Building and Pearson Lecture Theatre be de-named, as 
proposed by Professor Dame Hazel Genn on behalf of the Eugenics Inquiry Response Group. The committee again 
considered the proposal against the five principles in the policy: 
 

The principal legacy of the namesake is fundamentally at odds with the mission of UCL: 
The committee agreed that the evidence in the Inquiry report was sufficient to indicate that Karl Pearson’s 
leading role in the development of eugenics was fundamentally at odds with UCL’s mission. The committee 
noted the strong support for denaming from the Astrophyics Group who occupy part of the building. 

 
Was the the principal legacy significantly contested in the time / place that the namesake lived? 
The committee considered that, as for Galton, there was evidence of opposition to Pearson’s work.  

 
How did UCL come to name this space? 
The committee noted that there is no clear record of how the building and the lecture theatre came to be 
named, and acknowledged that UCL has only recently introduced a clear process for this. The committee 
noted that the Inquiry had been unable to establish whether the theatre and the building was named for Karl 
Pearson, or for his son, Egon Pearson, who also worked at UCL. It was agreed that there was a strong 
perception across UCL that the namesake had been Karl Pearson and that this perception justified a 
recommendation to dename, in the absence of clear evidence that the intention had been to honour Egon 
Pearson.  
 
Obligation to consider contextualisation 
The committee agreed that contextualisation for the Pearson spaces was appropriate, noting that the same 
process should apply as for Galton. 

  
Context and balance of spaces across the campus, particularly with reference to equality and 
inclusion 
The committee again agreed that this decision demonstrated that UCL wished to act in line with its 
commitment to equality and inclusion.  

 
Having considered the request against the principles, there was strong agreement to recommend that the lecture 
theatre should be denamed, and a contextualising statement provided in due course (and as early as possible). No 
dissenting opinions were expressed.  
Action: The Chair will write formally to the Provost to confirm the recommendation that the Pearson Lecture 
Theatre and the Galton Lecture Theatre should be denamed.  
 
The committee also noted in discussion that: 
 

 Future naming recommendations should consider how best to ensure that there was no ambiguity about 
who or what the space had been named for; 
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 The recommendations should indicate to the Provost the need for temporary names for the spaces for 
wayfinding; 

 The framework for identifying a new permanent name for these spaces would be developed by the 
Provost’s office with input from the committee as required; the committee would be involved in reviewing 
and making recommendations on the options for new names. The committee expressed general support for 
a wide-ranging consultation and for broad community input into the permanent names for these spaces. 
That consultation should include the option to move away from naming buildings after individuals, noting 
that this is a less common mode of contemporary memorialisation than in previous generations.  

 Further work is needed to catalogue UCL’s existing names for buildings and rooms across campus so that 
the breadth of representation is fully understood.  
Action: The Provost’s office will take this forward in consultation with Estates. 

 
6 AOB 
 
7 Date of next meeting 
 

The date of the next meeting will be confirmed in due course. There are currently no pipeline proposals 
awaiting review.  

 
 


