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Preface

Theodore D. Goldfarb, who was a professor of chemistry at the State Uni-
versity of New York at Stony Brook, ably edited Taking Sides: Clashing Views on
Controversial Environmental Issues through its first nine editions. In the spring
of 2002, Ted succumbed after a long battle with cancer. I have since been asked
to assume the editorship of this book.

I have already edited Taking Sides: Clashing Views on Controversial Issues
in Science, Technology, and Society through five editions and will continue as
editor of that title. As a professor of science at Thomas College, I have taught
ecology, environmental science, and environmentalism for many years, so I am
very pleased by the many new opportunities presented by editing Taking Sides:
Environmental Issues.

As Ted noted in the preface to the ninth edition of this book, “Faculty are
divided about whether or not it is appropriate to use a classroom to advocate
a particular position on a controversial issue. ... No matter whether the goal is
to attempt an objective presentation or to encourage advocacy, it is necessary
to present both sides of any argument. To be a successful proponent of any
position, it is essential to understand your opponents’ arguments.”

Which answer to the issue question—yes or no—is the correct answer? Per-
haps neither. Perhaps both. Students should read, think about, and discuss the
readings and then come to their own conclusions without letting my or their in-
structor’s opinions (which are likely to show at least some of the time!) dictate
theirs. The additional readings mentioned in the introductions and postscripts
should prove helpful.

It is worth stressing that the issues covered in this book are all live issues;
that is, the debates they represent are active and ongoing. Some have been active
for years; others are new. All are controversial, and I have chosen essays that
show the opposing viewpoints on these issues as clearly and as understandably
(nontechnically) as possible.

This edition of Taking Sides: Environmental Issues contains 38 readings
arranged in pro and con pairs to form 19 issues. For each issue, an introduc-
tion provides historical background and a brief description of the debate. The
postscript after each pair of readings offers more recent contributions to the de-
bate, additional references, and sometimes a hint of future directions. Each part
is preceded by an On the Internet page that lists several links that are appropriate

for further pursuing the issues in that part.

Changes to this edition About two-thirds of this book consists of new ma-
terial. The book’s volume introduction is new. Also, there are six completely
new issues: Is Biodiversity Overprotected? (Issue 2); Are Environmental Regulations
Too Restrictive? (Issue 3); Do Environmentalists Overstate Their Case? (Issue 6);
Should the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge Be Opened to Oil Drilling? (Issue 7);
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