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Results of small mammal trapping studies are influenc ed by many factors 
inclu ding the type of trap used (Wie ner and Smith 1972) . Cornparisons of catch 
efficiency among various trap types by several authors have produced confl ict­
ing results. Some studies have stated that live traps have higher catch rates than 
snap traps (Cockrum 1947. Sealander and James 1958, H ansson and Hoffm eyer 
1973). other studies have shown snap traps ro be more efficient (Good night and 
Koestner 1942. Duran 1968, Wiener and Smith 1972 ), and some have fou nd 
no d ifference (Pelikan er a!. 1977). No data are availah le concerning the relat ive 
efficiency of small mammal traps in marshes. Most previous studies comparing 
small mammal trap types have been conducted in more open habita ts such as 
forests (Smith et aI. 1971. Sealander and James 1958, Pelikan et a!. 1977), desert 
scrub (D uran 1968 . \\ryiener and Smith 1972), and chapa rral (Wi ener and Smi th 
1972). Good nigh t an d Koestn er's ( 1942) stu d y on an Illinois prairie most close­
ly approximates the dense vegetative structure found in prairie wetlands. This 
study compares relative efficiency and catch diversity among three types of small 
mammal traps used in a dry prairie wetland . 

STUDY AREA AN D METHODS 

Th e studv W2.S cond ucted in two d ry semipermanent wetlands (Class IV of 
Stewart and Kanuud 1971. Palustrine Persistent Emergent of Cowardin et al. 
1979) on th e _ uth Dakota Department of Game, Fish and Parks' Burke Gam e 
Production Area (T160:--: . R57W , Sec 21) in Miner County, South Dakota . Th is 
area is located in the James River Lowland on glacial till of the Mankato substage 
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rates for sh rews (Bangs 198 1). For removal sam pling of sma ll mammal popu la­
tions in wetlands, Museum Special traps appear superior to Sherman live traps 
and Victor-rat tra ps. 
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