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Lake Conservation Strategies


There are two different strategies for lake conservation being proposed in Florida in the House and Senate. Senator Blowsmoke is proposing the “Big Lakes Bill.” This bill claims that by saving the five biggest lakes area wise, at least 50% of lake area will be conserved. On the other hand, Representative Foghorn’s “Many Lakes Bill” wants to develop the five biggest lakes perimeter wise. Foghorn’s bill declares that it will conserve at least 50% of lake shoreline.


Through analyzing the data, the group found both politicians to be correct in their assertions. Blowsmoke’s “Big Lakes Bill” will conserve 58% of the total lake area. Conserving the big lakes by area would benefit the big fish that live in the center of lakes, and need large spaces to survive. Foghorn’s “Many Lakes Bill” will save 62% of lake shoreline by preserving the smaller lakes by perimeter. More perimeter benefits the organisms that need the shoreline to survive such as birds that need it for nesting. However, by eliminating the big perimeter lakes, it could be destroying the population of fish in the region that live in the center of large lakes. In total, Blowsmoke’s bill would conserve 58% of lakes by area and 38% by perimeter. Foghorn’s bill would conserve 42% of lakes by area and 62% by perimeter.


Although Foghorn’s bill conserves more of lakes in terms of combining area and perimeter, I believe that Blowsmoke’s bill is the better option. Keeping the big lakes means keeping all of the organisms that live in and around lakes. For the most part, everything that lives in the small lakes can live in the big lake
s. However, not all of the organisms that live in the big lakes can survive in the small lakes. Therefore, Foghorn’s bill would be completely destroying the habitat of some organisms, while Blowsmoke keeps them all by conserving the big lakes. In conclusion, I believe that one of the main goals in conservation is keeping variety of organisms, which is why I believe Senator Blowsmoke’s “Big Lakes Bill” is the best option.

�Your essay is well written,  but I don't think your recommendation is the one that makes the most sense here.   The reason is that you are not taking into account the biodiversity of the lake shoreline habitat.  Many plants, fish, birds, insects, small animals like frogs, etc., “make their livings” on shorelines.  The problem with what you were saying is that a lot of those organisms live only on shorelines.  So if only 38% of shorelines are conserved (as with Blowsmoke's bill), then they won't have as much untouched habitat as they would under the other bill.





Also 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 sort of win-win situation. 
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