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1.  What are the major types of spatially explicit modeling approaches described in the text?

2.  In what ways do they advance knowledge over non-spatial approaches?

3.  Does Pulliam’s source sink model make sense ecologically?  Was there any empirical basis for Pulliam’s paper? It seems to be entirely based on models.

4. If you were in charge of managing an endangered species that preferred to nest and breed in sink habitats, what kind of methods or techniques would you use to sustain this population?
5.  Wiens (2011) identifies numerous flaws, inaccuracies, and difficulties associated with source sink dynamics and theories. Do you think that source sink theory is valid and important to ecology despite its shortcomings?
6. Sink habitat tends to have a negative connotation as it is pulling individuals from quality habitat and cannot support its own viable population. Do you agree with this negativity or are there positives to sink habitats and are they important to greater ecosystems, such as those described in the Hansen (2011) paper?
