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Remote Trap Checks 

These recommendations were developed by the MAFWA Furbearer committee with input 
from the MAFWA Law Enforcement committee.  These are only recommendations and 
considerations for states to consult if they need or want to pursue regulations specifically 
related to remote trap check devices.   

Many states are considering questions around trails cameras and the “taking” of game. In 
our opinion, cameras for trap checks are not part of “take”. They are a way to inform a 
licensed trapper when take has occurred. There is potential for cameras to increase 
trapper efficiency by observing animal behavior around the trap. But the use of cameras for 
checks also has the potential to improve humaneness and selectivity by resulting in more 
frequent trap checks and allowing traps to be moved if domestic or nontarget animal 
appears on camera at a site.  

States should consider their regulation language around animal removal during 
discussions around trap checks. Some states may find that simply requiring animal 
removal would meet their needs without other language. 

Key recommendations to consider for allowing remote checks with visual images 

● Draft language for states to review and adapt to their needs:  
Must receive definitive visual confirmation whether an animal is caught and remove 
animals caught within trap check period 

o This wording would require a photo with an original and digitally embedded 
time stamp in the metadata to meet minimum “receive image” requirements 
within the trap check period (e.g., at 8 am, every 24 hours). 

o We recommend that if a state plans to define the term “definitive”, it 
consider minimally including: 

▪ The trap must be clearly visible in the image, OR 
▪ The full ‘catch circle’ (i.e., full area a captured animal could reach 

given chain/tethering length) must be visible in the image to confirm if 
an animal is in the trap, AND 

▪ The image must provide a sufficient view of the site background to 
allow confirmation of the trap location in the field. 

o Lack of receiving an image, which could simply be failure of camera 
electronics, would not equate to a check; if an image is not obtained during 
the required trap check interval, an approved trap tender must physically 
check the trap. 



o States may want to simultaneously review trap check period language, 
specifically the implications of whether your checking laws are framed as 
“once every X hours” or “once every X calendar days”. 

▪ Example 1: If your state requires a 24-hour check, an image received, 
whether time lapse or motion triggered, must allow time for a 
captured animal to be removed before 24 hours expires. If you set 
traps at 8 a.m., photo must arrive so any animals caught can be 
removed prior to 8 a.m. next day. 

▪ Example 2:  If your state requires a trap check “once every calendar 
day”, an image received, whether time lapse or motion triggered, 
must allow time for any captured animal to be removed by 11:59PM 
(or the latest time of the day traps can be checked in your state) the 
calendar day following the previous check. 

o In many cases, these recommendations may prohibit drags as definitive 
visual confirmation may not be possible if an animal moves the trap outside 
the camera’s field of view prior to camera detection. However, if the trap or a 
marker of a trap can clearly be seen (e.g., a bodygrip trap in a cubby or an 
above-ground snare), then drags could be allowable.  If the animal, trap, or 
trap marker cannot be seen in an image, then the trap would require an in-
person check. 

o A requirement for definitive visual image would cover water sets, but states 
will want to think critically about allowances for regulations on dryland vs. 
water.  For example, some traps set partially or wholly underwater, or 
animals captured therein, might still be visible in a camera image, whereas 
other water sets may not allow for definitive visual assessment.  Remote trap 
checks ideally should require clear view of the trap, a reliable trap marker, or 
a captured animal. 

o Regulations would only apply to trap types that require a trap check. 
● Recommend considering whether an image retention requirement makes sense for 

the state in question (e.g., images must be maintained for two weeks to be available 
for review) 

● The person allowed to check the trap electronically should mirror existing state 
regulations for in-person trap checks. 

o Example: If current law requires the person who sets the trap to check that 
trap, that will also apply to electronic checks. Alternatively, if you can give 
written permission to someone else to check your trap, that would apply to 
electronic checks.  However, any secondary person legally allowed to check 
another’s trap must be able to demonstrate they have/had access to 



remotely captured images during the trap check interval in question and 
follow any applicable image retention requirements.  

 

Key recommendations for allowing remote checks with trap transmitters (i.e., no 
definitive image, only an electronic trap activated/unactivated alert provided remotely). 

● There is more hesitation about allowing transmitters without visual confirmation as 
a legal trap check.  Requiring a visual seems best for regulated trapping as an 
outdoor activity. This could be reconsidered if a state’s language focus is on animal 
removal rather than the trap check itself. 

● States could consider allowing transmitter devices without an image for wildlife 
control operators 

o This could be especially relevant for urban wildlife control operators where 
images might be of more concern for privacy reasons 

● If allowing transmitters, recommend trapper needs to obtain/retain proof that 
device was functioning during the mandated trap check interval 

● States could consider requiring an additional in-person trap check but at a longer 
interval than allowed for physical trap checks if allowing transmitters so if a 
transmitter fails, there’s still a mandated trap check fail-safe. 

o Example: A state could require that an in-person check be conducted every 
72 hours if using a remote trap check transmitter to verify adequate device 
function. 

 

Other considerations 

● Device (e.g., camera) tagging – states may want to mimic existing state regulations 
on trap tag requirements or regulations around use of cameras on public lands. 

o Device tagging would allow an officer to verify trap check requirements or 
find the trapper to verify without disruptions to the trap to read a trap tag. 
Device tagging could be a regulation or just a recommendation to trappers, 
depending on state preference. 

● Liability and proof of check considerations – states should consider wording on 
liability, consent, and legal requirements to view photos: 

o Clarify whether a warrant would be needed for Law Enforcement to view 
photos on cameras, computers, or phones of trappers. For example, a state 
may need rule language that specifies that images must be presented for 
view when requested by Law Enforcement, such as with electronic licenses.  



This would allow for review for compliance but wouldn’t imply showing 
images is a consent to a full search of the device, which would typically 
require a warrant. 

o Consider clarifying or reviewing existing language about whether a state 
employee or law enforcement agency/officer is liable for damage to or loss 
of an electronic device that occurs as a result of viewing records. 

● States could consider current trapper harassment laws to determine if disturbance 
of trap check devices by another person would be covered under existing laws.  If 
not, consider if regulations should be expanded to include trap check devices. 
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 AGENDA
Monday April 13 
6:00  - 9:00 PM                  Travel Day; Check-in & Social  - ROOM 357
Tuesday April 14  
7:00  - 9:00         Breakfast (continental breakfast provided by hotel or on your own)
9:00  - 12:00         Business Meeting (State Furbearer Biologists and Invited Guests Only)
12:00  - 1:00         Lunch (provided)
1:00  - 1:15         Registration
1:15  - 1:30          Opening Remarks  - Shawn Rossler, WDNR
Gray Fox Session
1:30  - 1:55         An update on Iowa's gray fox research
Vince Evelsizer  - Iowa DNR 
1:55  - 2:20         Genetic structure of gray foxes in the eastern U.S.: Implications for ESA evaluation of the “prairie” subspecies
Dawn Redding  - Luther College
2:20  - 2:45         Gray area: Investigating the decline of the gray fox (Urocyon cinereoargenteus) in Ohio, USA 
Hunter Slear  - The Ohio State University
2:45  - 3:10         Break
Human Dimensions & Stewardship Session
3:10  - 3:45         People and beaver management: Attitudes and opinions of the general public, trappers, and trout anglers 
Lauren Bradshaw  - Wisconsin DNR
3:45  - 4:10         Understanding the dynamics of Wisconsin's bobcat hunters and trappers 
Laura Whipple  - Wisconsin DNR 
4:10  - 4:35         Collaborate American marten research and management in Wisconsin 
Allison Carl  - Great Lakes Indian Fish & Wildlife Commission 
4:35  - 5:00         Trapper stewardship: Aquatic invasive species prevention and monitoring 
Chris Hamerla  - Golden Sands Resource Conservation & Development Council, Inc.
6:00                       Dinner (on your own)
8:00                  Social  - RM 357
Wednesday April 15
7:00  - 8:00         Breakfast (continental breakfast provided by hotel or on your own)
8:00  - 8:30         Business Meeting (continued) 
Ecology Session
8:30  - 8:55         Fisher (Pekania pennanti) ecology in an area of range expansion and recolonization 
Michael Joyce  - Natural Resources Research Institute (NRRI)
University of Minnesota Duluth
8:55  - 9:20         Anticoagulant rodenticide exposure in Minnesota carnivores: current results and future directions
Anthony Raona  - Natural Resources Research Institute (NRRI)
University of Minnesota Duluth 
9:20  - 9:35                  Break
Wildlife Surveys Session
9:35 - 10:00         Leveraging a novel sampling design to resolve monitoring challenges and assess occupancy dynamics of plains spotted skunks 
Robert Lonsinger  - USGS OK Cooperative Research Unit, Oklahoma State University
10:00  - 10:25         Using the Trap Use Survey to Guide BMP Trap Testing Efforts
Matt Peek  - Kansas DWP
10:25  - 10:50         Muskrat spam: Using online surveys to estimate harvest and effort
Paul Frater  - Wisconsin DNR
10:50  - 11:15         A summary from Year 1 of Iowa's fur harvest survey 
Vince Evelsizer  - Iowa DNR
11:15  - 5:00         Lunch and Field Trip (provided)
6:00                       Dinner (on your own)
8:00                       Social  - ROOM 357
 
Thursday April 16
7:00  - 8:30                  Breakfast (continental breakfast provided by hotel or on your own)
Spatial Ecology Session
8:30  - 8:55         Urban red fox translocation leads to dispersal and low survival
David Drake  - University of Wisconsin  - Madison 
8:55  - 9:20         Multi-scale spatial ecology of plains spotted skunks in South Dakota 
Robert Lonsinger  - USGS OK Cooperative Research Unit, Oklahoma State University
9:20  - 9:45                  Cougar movements in Wisconsin 
Kevin Brown  - Wisconsin DNR 
9:45  - 10:10         Monitoring towards population stability: Improvements in home range estimation and implications to Wisconsin's wolf population
Lydia Margenau  - Wisconsin DNR
10:10  - 10:25                   Break
Management Session
10:25  - 10:50         Fur-tunate sons: Indiana's first bobcat season 
Geriann Albers  - Indiana DNR
10:50  - 11:15         Montana Research and Management Update
Nathan Kluge  - Montana FWP
11:15  - 11:40         Gray wolf monitoring efforts in Wisconsin
Danielle Deming  - Wisconsin DNR
11:40  - 11:50         Closing Remarks
11:50         Adjourn  - (Lunch on your own)
 
 
 
 


