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	Odůvodnění hodnocení práce:

Through most of the BT a lot of facts, events dates, etc. are provided. What’s missing in my opinion is a bit of deeper analysis, which could have been framed around any of several areas, i.e. ethical-philosophical, scientific-medical, even socioeconomic research. If the eugenicists were wrong, a much stronger case can be made against them on any of these grounds. On the other hand, what precepts of eugenics became supported after WWII (e.g. genetic research) and in fact are still strongly supported today, for example arguments and strategies against overpopulation? These are hard questions that one wishes the BT would deal with at least a bit instead of making simple black and white arguments.

It seems that the BT writer began with some rather undefined and superficial perspectives, e.g. that to “improve the human race” (Abstract) is a universal, the definition of which everyone agrees on. Along these lines, the BT does not explore very deeply disagreements between groups of eugenicists; it is assumed that it was one monolithic movement of the wealthy against the poor (the evil of which is thus easy to agree with). Other generalities like “criminality or poverty” (11) “inhuman” (12), “abnormal” (13) and “feebleminded” are left largely undefined. Surely these scientists laid out clear statistics or other criteria which would have been interesting to explore through research. Racist attitudes were touched upon a bit (e.g. 25-26), but this is also an area that could be explored on a much deeper level, e.g. even by delving deeper into the ideas, work and legacy of Margaret Sanger and Planned Parenthood, the organization she helped to found. Many recent studies of her life and work have been published.

Another example: on page 11 the BT mentions the distinction between Eugenics as a “science” and as a “social movement.” This is a very interesting idea that could have been researched more thoroughly, e.g. what were the real motivations and intentions of people like Galton and his successors through the years? What kinds of differences or camps emerged over time, e.g. with diverging goals? 

Still, it is clear that the BT writer has learned a lot during her research and her paper is in my opinion acceptable.




	Otázky k obhajobě:
	
1) Overpopulation is an issue which is heavily discussed both in scientific and academic research as well as in popular culture. Is overpopulation a problem or not? What evidence was produced through the BT research along with the writer’s own opinion about the issues involved, e.g. sterilization, education, etc.?
 
[bookmark: _GoBack]2) Comment on this recent quote by Dorothy Wertz, a well-known female researcher in the field: “Eugenics is alive and well today in the science of genetics.” 
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