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Methods

We trapped armadillos, using 10 x 12 x 32 inch

Tomahawk wire cage traps, from April to July, 2004, at

the Joseph W. Jones Ecological Research Center in

Newton, Georgia. Traps were placed in areas with

abundant armadillo sign. Since we were primarily inter-

ested in evaluating the attractants we avoided placing

traps directly over burrows, where armadillos may be

forced into traps. We tested the effectiveness of several

baits and lures, including:

• Live night crawlers • Live crickets

• Rotten chicken feed • Whole eggs

• Rotten eggs • Bananas

• Marshmallows • Sardines

• Vanilla wafers • Moistened soil

• “Armor plate,” a commercially available lure

In addition, we tested two types of unbaited traps:

(1) an unbaited trap with “wings” consisting of two 2-

inch x 6-inch boards and 6 feet long attached at one end

of the trap to funnel the armadillo into the trap (Figure

1), and (2) an unbaited trap without wings.

Results
In trapping studies, scientists compare data by cal-

culating an index called trap nights. One trap night

equals one trap set for one night. Ten trap nights equal

one trap set for ten nights or ten traps set for one night.

In our study, we had 1,332 trap nights. We captured

only 10 armadillos or an average of one armadillo

every 132 trap nights. This number is quite low. Of the

11 attractants we evaluated, most of them (night-

crawlers, chicken feed, whole eggs, bananas, marsh-

mallows, sardines and vanilla wafers) had 0 captures. 

Table 1 shows the results of the four remaining attrac-

tants. Capture success was too low for any meaningful

statistical comparisons of attractants. However, when

all baited traps (63% of trap nights) were compared

with the unbaited traps (37% of trap nights), there was

no significant difference in capture success (Figure 2).

Only four armadillos were captured in traps with baits

or lures. Six armadillo were captured in unbaited traps.

Of these six, four were caught in unbaited traps with

wings.

Discussion
Given that capture success was quite low, it is

unlikely that trapping is an effective method of quickly

reducing local armadillo populations. Until an effective

attractant can be found, lethal removal by shooting

remains the most effective solution. If live-trapping and

relocation are chosen as control measures, however, the

use of any of the attractants tested is unnecessary. Arm-

adillos in this study were just as likely to enter a baited

trap as an unbaited trap. It is likely that the armadillos

we did capture randomly walked into the traps and

were not necessarily attracted.

Table 1. Trap nights, number of captures, and

capture success for attractants used to attract

armadillos to traps in south Georgia, summer,

2004.

Attractant
Trap

Nights
No. of

Captures

Captures
per 100

trap nights

Crickets 94 1 1.06

Rotten eggs 52 1 1.92

Moistened soil 44 1 2.27

“Armor Plate” lure 102 1 0.98

Total of 7 other attractants 1040 0 0.00

Figure 1. Diagram of the unbaited trap with wings used

to capture nine-banded armadillos in south Georgia,

summer, 2004. Wings were constructed of pressure-

treated lumber (2" x 6" x 6').

Figure 2.
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This suggests that if armadillos are to be captured,

trap placement is much more important that attractant

selection. Homeowners and others attempting to live

trap armadillos should carefully select a trapping

location. It is likely that a trap (even one without bait)

with wings placed near an active burrow will be the

most effective method for capturing individual nui-

sance animals. Homeowners and others can place traps

near natural barriers or fences such as the walls of

patios, edges of buildings or landscaping features; or

near natural fences such as fallen trees. The use of baits

and attractants does not appear to increase trap success.
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