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• Distance from sage-grouse lek where impacts of spring 
drilling activity to male breeding behavior are minimized?

• Presence of road near a lek alter male sage-grouse 
breeding behavior?
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• Spring Drilling within 3km of a lek appears 
to negatively impact male breeding 
behavior;

• could be negatively influencing leks within 
6km;

• and could be influencing leks (positive or 
negative) within 10km.



• Drilling rigs located up-wind with at least partial 
line-of-sight could be negatively influencing 
males relative to rigs located down-wind.



• Traffic volumes appear to be positively correlated with 
declines in the number of males.
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