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I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years there has been considerable debate in the
Unlted States about the increasing size and power of government.
Although the necessity of government is almost unquestioned, there
is disagreement about the extent of government regulation and the
degree to which‘government,‘particularly national and state gov-
ernment, should be involved in the day to day lives of its citizens.
At the present time, the Rhode Island Solid Waste Management Cor-
poration (S.W.M.C.), a gnasi—public corporationkempowered by the
R.I. state government, is_developinggand‘implementing a statewide -
resource recovery plan for Rhode Island. Upon implementation, this
plan Wthh lncludes the constructlon of a 1200 ton/day waste to
energy facrllty, Wlll transfer responsibility for the collectlon
and dlsposal of solld waste from local communltles and’ prlvate
businesses to‘state agenc1es ‘and businesses which contract with
ithe state. Before lt lS p0551ble to render a judgment on whether

B the encroachment of state authorlty on the prlvate and local sec-'

_tors is justlfled and/or benef1c1al in thls 1nstance, or in gen—

‘eral lt lS necessary to examlne why there lS agreement that govern~_7f"‘

ldtment should exmst and to examlne what the proper functlon of gov—
';ernment ls belleved to. be.'

| Constltuted by men who env151oned a v1rtuous Republlc, thls

'ﬂfcountry s government was. created to promote the general good and

safety of the communlty.l' Most people Stlll feel that is the

~broper function of government. Politicians and leaders constantly
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use terms such as "general good," "general welfare" and "public

interest” when describing their proposed courses of action. The

search for leadership which has dominated U.S. politics in the

last Year haS'centered-around finding'someone who can preserve our

"national interestsgﬂ‘Solutions to the energy crisis involve asking

individuals to sacrifice for the "general interest.“2 |
' If our government actually carried out its designated function

of alwaYs promoting the general good and safety of the community,

government. action would have to be considered unambiguously bene-

ficial. The fact that people disagree about whether certain gov-—

posal) are desirable, implies that at least in some instances,

government iS'incapableVof'acting in the general good, or "oublic.[

interest" Three pOSSlble explanatlons for such an lnablllty are:

'lnterest" does ex1st but.government does not formulate pollc1es'$

5lng the "publlc 1nterest,“ but. is lncapable of lmplementlng them..

Although the term "publlc lnterest" is. w1dely used lt has no
‘"fclearkor obvious meanlng:;It is usually employed ambiguously, and’

‘~:Often contradictorily. As J. Ronald Pennock writes: "The question
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‘ernment actions (e.g. state government contrOl‘of solid waste dis-

'gThls paper Wlll concentrate on the flrst explanatlon and.WLll ex—f"

§w<f ‘ (1) publlc interest"” does not.ex1st 1n ‘any real. sense, . (2) "publlc :

swhlch embody it; and (3) government does formulate pollc1es embody~“' |

"'amlne Whether the "publlc lnterest" actually ex1sts. : h; e “3'35




