Marshall Lougee

BLOWSMOKE VS. FOGHORN


Recently, Senator Blowsmoke and Representative Foghorn have come to dispute which means of preservation is best for the town of Winter Haven Florida. Senator Blowsmoke feels that the five largest lakes (by area) should be preserved, and the rest of the lakes should be open for development.  On the other hand, Representative Foghorn states that the five largest lakes (by perimeter) should be developed, and all of the remaining small lakes should be preserved.  Each bill has it’s own benefits and drawbacks, and it is tough to see which one is a better alternative.


First of all, both politicians have claimed that their bill will “preserve over 50% of lake habitat in Florida.”  This statement is spun slightly to sound more appealing.  It is true that each bill will preserve over 50% of lake habitat, but in the area of Winter Haven, not in the entire state of Florida. Senator Blowsmoke’s bill will preserve 58.04% of the lake area, while Foghorn’s bill will preserve 62.01% of lake shoreline.  The key question then, is whether it is better to preserve the area of the lake, or the shoreline.


I feel that Senator Foghorn’s bill is the better alternative. Although saving the five biggest lakes may be tempting, the many smaller lakes cannot be ignored. Each of these small lakes has an important ecosystem that goes along with it.  Total area is an important part of any lake, and it is a good thing to consider preserving as well, but it pales in comparison to the importance of preserving the shoreline. In addition, if Blowsmoke’s bill were to pass, what would prevent people from destroying the smaller lakes? There are more benefits to saving the smaller lakes and developing the larger ones.  


Preserving the lakes by perimeter is important because it takes into account the ecosystem that thrives in this area.  By saving more of the perimeter, as opposed to more of the area, we would also be saving more of the plants and animals that live along the shoreline. Ninety percent of all lake life is born, raised, and fed in the shoreline ecosystem. This area is home to many different types of plants, microorganisms, mammals, amphibians, and of course, the well-known Florida alligator. Each and every one of these organisms depends on the littoral zone, which is the area of the lake near the shore.  Without a fully functioning shoreline they wouldn’t be able to live, lay their eggs, or find shelter from predators.  Shoreline plants have a large role in the overall quality of the lake as well.  They prevent erosion, provide shelter and food, support spawning beds, enhance water quality, and discourage the growth of harmful algae. Only saving 37.99% of the total perimeter, as Blowsmoke’s bill proposes, would be an unwise decision.

Blowsmoke’s bill would leave the shoreline of every small lake un-preserved, offering up 62.01% of Winter Haven’s littoral ecosystem to development. I do not completely agree with Foghorn’s idea of developing the perimeter along the larger lakes, but I do agree that the perimeter of the lake is more important than the area. Although there are important species that live throughout the area, the shoreline is the epicenter of life in the lake.  Representative Foghorn’s bill does a good job preserving this ecosystem, while allowing for some development in Winter Ha
ven.
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�Good!  I think your recommendation is the one that makes better sense here.  





Note that as a side effect, permitting development of the larger lakes makes it possible for humans to use those lakes for activities like boating, fishing, etc.  Those would be less attractive on the smaller lakes.  So if you look at it that way, the Foghorn bill is a win-win situation. 
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