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This is an in-depth exploration of experience
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ting the United Kingdom and the rest of Europe)
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While the above may be beyond the scope of
just one book, Kluchin’s work is remarkable for its
attention to detail and its ability to let the readers
make up their own minds through a careful han‐
dling of both sides of the debate. It is a must for
all those wishing to know more about the continu‐
ing history of eugenic thought and the ways in
which reproduction remains both a state and per‐
sonal issue.
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