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Figure 1.  Hierarchy theory concepts (Wu 1999). 
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Figure 2.  Example of hierarchical decomposition of park into hatibat types. 
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Figure 3.  Alternative representations of an aquatic system in control and stressor models 
(modified from Manley et al. 2000). 
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Figure 4.  Ordination of wetland habitat types (http://tnc-
ecomanagement.org/images/muk_models.pdf). 
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Figure 5.  Jenny-Chapin conceptual model of large-scale system controls .  (Chapin et al. 1996). 
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Figure 6.  Jenny-Chapin model interpreted and enhanced for the Northern Colorado Plateau 
conceptual modeling framework.  (Evenden et al. 2002). 
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Figure 7.  General ecosystem control model (Fitz et al. 1996). 
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Figure 8.  A more detailed model of the General Ecosystem Model (GEM) showing feedbacks 
for aquatic system (Fitz et al. 1996). 
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Figure 9.  Glacier control model – North Coast and Cascades Network (Ralph 2002). 
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Figure 10.  State and transition type model for fescue grassland (TNC ?). 
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Figure 11.  Biscayne Bay stressor model (CERP 2003). 
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Figure 12.  Caloosahatchee stressor model (CERP 2003). 
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Figure 13. Everglades ridge-slough stressor model (CERP 2003). 
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Figure 14.  Florida Bay stressor model (CERP 2003). 
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Figure 15.  Landscape level marbled murrlet model from PNW Effectiveness monitoring plan 
(Madsen et al. 1999). 
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Figure 16.  NW Forest Plan model for aquatic and riparian ecosystems. (Busch and Trexler 
2002). 
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Figure 17.  Spotted owl home range and landscape models.  (Lint et al. 1999). 
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Figure 18.  Potholes and tinales conceptual model (Evenden et al. 2002). 
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Figure 19.  Springs conceptual model (Evenden et al. 2002). 
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Figure 20.  Stressor model for plants (Stevens and Milstead 2002). 
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