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1. Scope of Report
This report evaluates the impact of the Grand Challenge of Transformatve Technology (GCTT) event
held at the Object-based learning lab (OBLL) and North Cloisters of UCL on the 24" of April 2023. The
event was held in the context of UCL's 2022-2027 research strategy and growing insttutonal
recogniton of investgatng the role of Transformatve Technologies (TT), such as through the UKRI’s
£250 million investment in TTs. As part of the new strategy, the Grand Challenges (GC) initatve is
evolving from six GCs to fve, with TT being phased out as a discrete GC. The event was a startng
point for conceiving how TTs underpin the fve new GCs, and to contnue thinking about how we
might combine discussion on TTs with ideas of responsible innovaton going forward at UCL.

The frst secton of the report explains the methods used for collectng data about the event and the
ratonale behind these methods. The second secton briefy outlines the course of the GCTT event.
The third secton presents and discusses the outcomes of the data collecton methods. The fourth
secton is a short personal refecton on my own experience as Evaluaton and Impact Assistant as
part of a short internship. The £Fh and fnal secton synthesises fndings from the data collecton and
examines the future for GCTT and GC more broadly.

2. Methods



3. Course of the Day

The GCTT event itself consisted of three sectons: a series of short talks from speakers of diferent
departments on Transformatve Technologies; roundtable discussions where atendees were split
into four tables to discuss set questons before feeding back and discussing with the rest of the room;
and a mini-exhibiton in North Cloisters where some atendees ran stalls on their research. As part of
partcipant observaton, | atended the short talks and took notes of content, before partcipatng in






The rankings for how stmulatng and relevant partcipants found each event are shown below as
average scores. Higher rankings indicate more partcipants agreed with the statement, whilst lower
rankings indicate less partcipants agreed.

The average scores indicate that the exhibiton was the best-received secton of the event by the
metrics used, followed by the opening talks and the roundtable discussions. It should be noted that
responses for the exhibiton and opening talks were more widely distributed —i.e. most respondents
agreed or agreed strongly that the exhibiton was relevant and stmulatng with few strongly
disagreeing— whilst responses for the roundtable discussions were more around the ‘neither agree
nor disagree’, ‘slightly agree’ and ‘slightly disagree’ optons, implying a less polarised opinion; see the
chart below for more detail. Indeed, in the further comments secton the roundtables were praised
with suggestons on how to improve, as shown below.
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The fnal set of questons asked respondents for further comments on the event; for any direct plans
they devised as a result of the event; and any thoughts on how the GCTT event might be improved
going forward. Answers have been grouped into two categories: those that deal with the content of
the event and those that deal with the logistcs.

YZ6e67Y 6 7 UZZ SAIG AVU TZHSGE DZWWGYEE 78 $S7Z0SHE 7Y 456 ZDGYYO HAllE a7ZYEHAdIG
EScpZEEs7 Ve 74 GiiSidiezy

Responses were generally positve, with respondents praising the event and especially the
roundtable discussions. Suggestons focused on the accessibility of the venue and the structure and
format of the roundtables. Below are excerpts from answers to give an idea of respondents’
thoughts:

“The roundtable discussions were a terrifc part of the afernoon”

“The main problem was the venue, which does not make it easy for atendees to fnd and
enter”
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Alongside a potental edited volume as described above, one interviewee expressed the value of
publishing short history of Grand Challenges and its achievements so far. Another suggeston was for
regular publicaton through a channel such as The Conversaton alongside a published text to
contnue to publish ideas arising from GCTT and stmulate further discussion.?

On a separate note, Marina shared one partcipant’s personal email to her, which provided much
food thought for the current structure, governance, and future development of the GCTT and GC
more general. This is the excerpt:
7 SAIG WGE TGGIYOE AdZZH WZIBEEDIDIEYATH) AC AY GYE §Y $EGIT ZIOWAIGIL) IG EGDGYE ZY
¥SGAG AdG A DIGKSZAA ZTWS  DIZOTARWGE At h > #SAE sYEseH Z¥ WIOELCHDIEY AL DAZIGRE +2
1SG DZ§VHHSAH # 5€ OGE YO SAGE 47 GEZDAIG #SG VGt OGYGIAGZY ZT cDGRsAKEIe €Skt st i 4926
¥SAL €2WG 1ZWDE §Y 46DSYZiZ0L) AVE §Y 456G AL 11G (816 SAIG dGGY ASEZBSAIGE 11§kS D2Wd3YEYO0
ESTGAGYH EXCDDISYGE, § i€ AARSGA SAGE 47 DAGESDH 11 SAHHSGL) 115l dG 8 AEIAYDG / AleZ S5VU +SA
DGISADE 156G €626 i€ Y74 iZet AdZ2 D2WdsVsY0 EEDSDIYGE NSHSSY A ZY31Gacst) 6 Y0 dzt dAKSGa
AdZZ+ dasyOsY0 §Y GiAGaYAle 1Y OGYGIAL NG YGGE 42 GYDZZIAOG ZDGY AVE §YIZAWGE EGAAIG AYE
EseZeesZY. 11S:DS i€ EswdZit I1SGY 4SG N ZAlE i€ €7 TaApezze

SiehzasAVe AYE AGDSAGZIZOicke SAYOG eGGWeE 12 SAIG dGGY EBRIGY ;AYE SGIE 2D 12 A
£2aDaesVO GG dU SYESISEZAIS AAKSGA #SAY dU SictZabAl sYGISHACL

%

YE 17 1321l EGI1Z4G 6WG AVE GTZit 2 #5666 OIAVE DSAUGYOGE 116 SAIG +Z dG TIGGE 2b Tazw
Z45Ga AGEDZYEsdik0GE, DIYDDAIL 16ADSSYO, AYE NZ3dLkY0 11SGAG 724 YGiik aGEGAIDS OaAYH N1
DZWG TaZw, AYE dGDIZ6Y0 AYE dGHASYSYO OZZE DGZBIG ZY D274 €57t 16avw EAIAGGE, GID'

A partcipant made a further point to respond to the comment above that is worth sharing as it
illustrates that we need more tme and space for discussion and deliberaton at UCL.

| ROAGG +SAL & 11G DAYYZH dGEGHZZEM) WIOESEDDRYAL ;3G ADSIGIG E2WGHSEYO
HAVETZOWABIG 4512208 it NHSZZ4 AleZ dGiYO AY GibGat §Y At (GASH ZYG EEBDYG ; 115DS AUGE
BRAOYQ. 1GARSIYO i€ A TZaW ZT D2AWZYDASZY 1SAE OIGAKIL) SGIDE DAGASISH) §Y AGEGATDS §Y WLl
GERGHGYDG" / AW DZYDGIVGE 42 SAIG 4S5 ZY6 GWAS DISTVIGE 8 TZi +AUSYO WZiG EDADG §Y 15
aGDZat #SAY # €SZZIE AVE DAGEGYOYO izet ZYG 15GDZEVH

5. Personal Refecton

This secton breaks from the data collecton and analysis to evaluate the experience of some of the
interns. At the GCTT event, four interns supported the event: as Video Producer, Qi Wu produced a
flm for the event; as Events Assistant Yuyang Che assisted delivering the event on the day; as
Communicatons Assistant, Sophia Dibbs created social media content and as Evaluaton and Impact
Assistant, Patrick Worsfold researched and reported on the impact of the event (as you are reading
now). All interns were contacted for a short refectve piece on their tme, though only Qi and Patrick
provided responses, as below.
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Host more events, including more informal receptons, for example. Atempt to reach out to
specifc departments when advertsing the events and seek greater atendance from
students on one end and senior management on the other.

The roundtable discussions were frequently praised by respondents, though suggestons
were made to improve them. Future events could be oriented around roundtable discussions
but with a specifc, focused theme, such as Al or responsible innovaton that were spoken
about during the GCTT event.

Plan seatng arrangements and specifc questons in advance for roundtable discussions to
encourage interdisciplinary conversatons.

More tme might be spent on the introductory talks to contextualise Grand Challenges and
Transformatve Technologies — though the introductory talks covered these, some
respondents stll indicated that they were unsure about the precise role of Transformatve
Technologies going forward.
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Appendix A: Detailed account of Roundtable Discussions and Mini-
Exhibiton

Summary

Below is a detailed account of the roundtable discussions and mini-exhibiton based on raw
feldnotes collected during the day. It represents a specifc account of my own partcipant
observaton from Table 3 during the roundtables and from several hours visitng each stand at the
Mini-Exhibiton and speaking with atendees and those running the stalls. Conversatons from other
tables during the roundtables were recorded from the whole-room discussions as well as from Video
Producer Qi Wu'’s raw footage.

Detailed Account — Roundtables

Before the roundtable discussions, atendees broke out for a short cofee break. The discussion here
was fruitul with the talks stll fresh in everyone’s mind; | managed to have a thorough discussion
about the presentng the fndings of the events as well as collaboraton between the University and
the Fine Arts.

Interdisciplinarity was a key topic during the event, and with atendees we brainstormed how this
might be extended beyond the ‘traditonal’ university to the fne arts: how can the disruptve
potental of the fne arts be married with ‘traditonal’ disciplines? What might we learn through
contnuous collaboraton, rather than through singular collaboratons such as a day-long event or an
exhibiton? Is such a thing possible when ofen it is ‘science money’ that funds such endeavours?
Thoughwe d









