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Lake Conservation


Recently there has been much debate, kindled by Senator Blowsmoke and Representative Foghorn, over lake conservation in parts of Florida. Ultimately, Senator Blowsmoke’s bill, the Big Lakes Bill, and Representative Foghorn’s bill, the Many Lakes Bill, both preserve 50% of lakes in the undeveloped state. However, the two proposed bills attempt to conserve lake habitat in two different ways. 


As Senator Blowsmoke puts it, “The Bigger, The Better”. In Blowsmoke’s Big Lakes Bill, she proposes that if the five biggest lakes in the area were to be measured in terms of total area and preserved in the undeveloped state while the remaining smaller lakes were developed, there would still be 50% preservation of lake habitat in Florida. On the latter, Representative Foghorn plea
ds that there will be, “A Lake For Every Child” if in fact her Many Lakes Bill passes. In her bill she claims that if the five biggest lakes in the area were measured in total perimeter and were developed, the leftover smaller lakes would still come to a lake habitat preservation of at least 50%. 


After researching these two proposed bills and evaluating the mathematical findings, the recommendation I would sta
nd by would be to support Representative Foghorn’s bill. Not only did Foghorn’s 62% preservation compared to Blowsmoke’s 58% preservation impress me, but also the fact that the total perimeter measurement incorporates shoreline is a deal breaker. Out of the thirty-five lakes that were accounted for in this region only five lakes are to be permitted for development according to Foghorn’s bill. That leaves thirty lakes for preservation in the undeveloped state. The shoreline comprised of these thirty lakes is priceless. According to The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s 2010 National Lakes Assessment, “lakes with poor lakeshore habitat are three times more likely to be in poor overall biological condition than lakes with good quality shore lands.” Simply preserving the area of a lake and the organisms within that lake would not amass to the positives of preserving the shorelines of lakes. Shorelines provide habitat for various species as well as healthy biological nutrients and such for the actual lake and its organisms. In brief, preserving the shoreline in turn preserves the lake itself or as the saying goes, “killi
ng two birds with one stone.”


All and all, both bill proposals conserve at least 50% of lake habitat. Although Senator Blowsmoke’s bill pertaining to area is an important issue and the lake organisms would greatly benefit from the conservation, Representative Foghorn’s bill benefits both the shoreline as well as the lake itself. Politics is driven by compromise, and if you ask me settling for Representative Foghorn’s bill is a win-win for b
oth.
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�Word choice:  argues, claims?  (You can plead for mercy, but you don't plead that a bill will do something when you just say it will.)


�Something extra here?


�Say “kills” here – you want this to be parallel with the main verb “preserves”


�OK, I think your conclusion is the more convincing one here, for much the same reasons as those you give. 





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 even more of a win-win situation. 





Calculations:  5/5


Essay:  14/15





Total 19/20





