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**++STUDY HIGHLIGHTS****
STUDY PURPOSE:
® To provide a better understanding of trappers, and their equipment and techniques

for taking furbearers, and to provide information to make informed decisions on
trapping regulations, ISO trap standards, trapper education, and trap testing.

STUDY OBJECTIVES:

® To provide a quantitative, representative description of trap ownership and use of
traps for primary furbearer species in the United States and within five geographic
regions.

® To determine what species are most important to trappers, and gain a better
understanding of trapping systems used for each.

® To describe trappers and their activities during the recent past.

METHODS:

® Based on past research and technical advice, we developed a telephone survey to
assess: trap ownership, species of highest interest in each region, specific traps used
for each species, predominate trapping systems used, and trapper characteristics.

® In September 1992 - December 1992, telephone interviews were conducted with 2,474
trappers, randomly selected within 5 regional strata.

RESULTS:

® We interviewed 627 trappers in the Northeast, 533 in the South, 673 in the Midwest,
536 in the West, and 10S in Alaska.

® Age-distribution of trappers is similar across regions, and mean ages have increased
since early '80s. (x = 45).

® Average household incomes are highest in Alaska — otherwise, very similar across
regions (x = $30,750).

® Trap-related expenses are highest in Alaska and the West, lowest in the Midwest
(x = $1,126).
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Number of days spent trapping was highest in Alaska and the West (x = 44).

Target species were most similar in the Midwest and Northeast where raccoons,
muskrats, mink, and red fox were the most frequently listed target species.

Trap ownership patterns in the Midwest and Northeast are also most similar, with
the #1-1/2 coilspring, #110 body-gripping trap, #1 coilspring, and #2 coilspring traps
being the most popular (these are also among the smallest traps).

In the West, coyotes and bobcats were the most frequent target species, and most
used traps were snares, #3 longspring, #3 coil, and "others.” '

In the South, raccoons were the target species most listed by trappers, followed by
gray foxes, red foxes, mink, and coyotes. Only in this region was there a demand for
live foxes and coyotes for hound running pens - 10% of all trappers sold live
animals.

In the South, trapping equipment reflected the importance of raccoons and foxes,
with the #1-1/2 coil, snares, #11 longspring, #2 coil, and #1 coil being most
popular. The #1-1/2 padded coilspring was more numerous in this region, also.

#110 body-gripping traps are most widely-used in the Northeast, Midwest and
Alaska. They are rarely used in the South and West.

#220 body-gripping traps were most widely-used in Alaska, the Midwest, and the
Northeast for beaver.

In Alaska, where pine marten, red fox, and beaver were target species most listed,
snares, #1 longspring, "others", and #4 longspring were widely-used.

Lynx, wolverine, and wolves were also listed as target species of choice most by 1/3
of Alaska trappers; #4 longspring, #4 coils, snares, and #330 body-grippers are most
often used.

Of all beaver trappers nationwide, 69% used #330 body-gripping traps, 24% used #4
longsprings, 11% used snares, 9% used #3 coil, and 9% used #220 body traps.

Of all muskrat trappers nationwide, 60% used #110 body-gripping traps, 21% used
#1 longsprings, 17% used #1-1/2 coil, 16% used #1 coil, and 15% used #1 VG

stop-loss.















































































































































































































































































































