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This study was conducted in Humboldt County, CA
on a 10-acre private parcel in Freshwater,
approximately 5 km east of Eureka. The study site

Camera trapping 1s a common technique used to
determine mesocarnivore presence, home ranges,
habitat preference, species richness and abundance.

A total of 117 recordings were made (n = 25.6 min.).

" 6 mesocarnivore species detected 1n high frequencies
(Bobcat, House Cat, Opossum, Raccoon, Striped
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of various scent lures, reward-based food baits, agricultural lands, and second growth forests sample sizes. Bobcat interest in the lure was not .
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. FelidS, par.ticularly Bobcats, appeared to b? less | cards. CPH stock room for providing trail cameras, and rest of the
interested 1n the visual lure, but confounding variables Wildlife staff

such as presence and abundance could be altering
detection 1n the study area.

* “Interest” was ranked by behaviors towards the
lure such as stalking, sniffing, marking and
biting or being startled, weary, or running away
from the lure.
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