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Preface

It may . be presumptuous to have a  preface to an
undergraduate thesis, particularly one only 65 pages long.
Nonetheless, one yearns to take the opportunity to prepare

the reader for what will follow.

~This thesis is ~ the result of many - false starts,
backtracks and dead ends. Orlglnally I had iﬁtended to
explore ‘the legal  doctrine that ’treats corporations  as
persons under the law,/and’the,consequences that fol}ou from
“that doctrine. A dreéryfto§ic. '?ublic interest 1a§, as if
‘has grown.up, how-it*has been ‘used and the future of the
general f1e1d of law was my. next pnrsult. However, "publlc
1nterest lax,ﬂ llke so many toplcs and 1deas bandled about,_

'turned out to be more of an ldea than a coherent body of"

w ;:,jP€0Plea 1nst1tut10ns or act1v1tY that could be examlned'f5

"Flgurlnq that I'd llke to graduate before‘ the end of~thet f
century, I landed on cost-beneflt analy51s as a pollcy tool,
as‘av fit subject for lnqulry -and cr1t1c13m that would be -

'reasonably sized and coherent.~

My interest grew out of several simultaneous things.

‘Eirst, I have been skeptxcal of the ldea ever since I flrst R

heard~1t- My subsequent work in env1ronmental studles.andf
publlc 1nterest work . caused me to bump into thelterm, and

the 1dea, wlth 1ncreasing frequency. Secoﬁa, the advent of
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‘the Reagan administration, with its very particular view of
environmental, safety and health requlation,. began to
reinforce the conéept of ‘cost~benefit as a fine way of
making'thbse requlatory decisions. Skeptical of so much else
that the Regan administration wanted to do and believed in,
~ this caused me‘ to take a renewed and nmore substantiel look
at cost-benefit. Third, a}series'of spririted debates with a
COlleague," while we were both teaching an inttoductory
'vcoursevin'eﬁvironmental studies, served to spur my thinking,
and is arguabiy the proximate canse of this entire excursion

in expository writing..

Theses are traditionally _the~result of much long.study,
and'sleepless hours spent poring over musty books. In my
case, the subject~is rather new, and there is not a. great

 deal of material‘already,in print,'~beyond various bromldeS“v

f’ffrom dlfferlng 51des ,of‘ thef debate, ihich ﬂe:e usua11y=, 

'Tivrltten and prlnted Hlth some other Polltlcal purpose v1
‘ m1nd Horeover, I was unlnterested vxn telllng people what f“
: cpst-henefiﬁ was all  about. 1n a. dry, exp051tory uay.;

’ helieve;jeefte£' much‘reflect1on' and discu551on, that "the
technlque 1s less than worthless, and ought to be abandoned
‘is.BelleVLng so, I felt that the most valuable thlng would be aef

long piece explalnlng why, |

',Purely argumentlve wrltlng can be drearv,vand often lees:‘
'Shrlll. I pray that I have av01ded those’ pltfalls. However,

there are times when it is necessary to stand up and say as.
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. forcefully as you can what yoﬁ thihk. Académic.writing is
notorious for its lack of advocacy. I am an advocéte, and
-will probably be'SO for the rest bf ry days. To do a piece
that pretended otherwise ‘would  be dishonest as. best,
loathsome to contemplate at worst. My advisor said, after an
initial draft, - that‘ he "didn't wmuch 1like the all-out
advocacy style,"’It felt, he said, ﬁmofe'like'adbrief" than
‘a_thesis.vAnd I suppose he*svright.~‘Thi5'§aper‘ptesents one
. side of.ah issue of public debate. I don't much believe in
kwritihé that tries to presént both sidés of an issue. In‘my
eiperience, , such ‘ pieces  are ‘with, - few exéeptions,
’inn§CCurate‘to'bheg'or;both sides, trivial in that they do

“pot come to ~any conclusions or nebbish ones at best, or a

B front to present a single vieﬁ',cloaked in the guise of

" objectivity.

With theseiwarnings,,,ahd~a tip of my hat andfthanks'allwy

. fround to my advisor and the nameless individual whose

‘SpiritedﬁdefénséﬁéﬁfjéoStfbeﬁefit;promptedime tég'resppnd i§Z e

Sugh'a drawn Outrwan;I ClOSeb' 

- James Rheaton
. Providence -
12 June 1981




