
 
LURE RESPONSE: ROLLING OR RUBBING. GOOD OR BAD? 

 
 “That’s your problem; take responsibility.”  
 
 I’m sure that’s not what the convention visitor expected for a response to his question, 
and I’m sure the answer set him back on his heels a bit. I had just given a canine trapping 
demonstration at a convention and someone in the audience asked, “What do you do about lures 
that cause a rolling response?” I had been asked the question a hundred times before. Suddenly I 
just had an epiphany and blurted out the first thing that came to mind. I meant no disrespect to 
the question-asking trapper. Indeed, there is no such thing as a bad question. Since I didn’t have 
time to fully explain myself at the convention, and as sort of my penance for probably offending 
the person who asked the question, I’d like to address this topic more fully. I’d also like to 
suggest some ways you can overcome the perceived “bad” affects of a rolling response, and turn 
it to your advantage by catching more fur.  
 
 So is a rolling or rubbing response to a particular lure or odor a good thing or a bad 
thing? I’m talking canines only here. While most commercial lure makers eschew a lure that 
causes canines to roll, ironically EVERY lure maker advertizes a bobcat rubbing lure. So why is 
rubbing (a form of rolling) a good thing when it comes to catching cats, but supposedly a bad 
thing when it comes to canines? Lures for cats are praised for their ability to cause a rubbing 
response, but the same response by a canine is to be avoided. I don’t get it. I happen to think a 
rolling response is generally a good thing for either canines or felines – it’s really a matter of the 
trapper being prepared to catch the critter. Let’s break it down.  
 
  Animals have various reactions to different odors, and rolling is just one of those 
responses. It generally comes from a canine’s desire to get the odor on its body, for whatever 
purpose I’m not exactly sure but it may have to do with attracting mates, or just because that 
particular animal likes the smell of that particular odor and, being unable to carry around a bottle 
of the smell, the critter opts for the next best thing – a healthy dose of the odor on its fur. But 
regardless of the reason, it’s pretty obvious that the animal LIKES THE SMELL of the odor.  
 
 Trappers historically have disliked odors that cause a rolling response in canines since the 
response tends to produce sprung traps and missed critters. When I ask most trappers how they 
know an animal has rolled on a lure, they generally describe a sprung trap, typically still in its 
bed, maybe with a few long hairs between the jaws that the trapper is convinced were from the 
backside of a rolling canine. This all may be true, although many times I think there are other 
causes for sprung traps. But assuming the foregoing description is accurate, isn’t it the trapper’s 
responsibility to catch the animal before it can commence to roll? After all, blaming the lure for 
missing the animal is a bit unfair, isn’t it? Have we come to the point in trapping where we 
require the lure to do the trapping for us?  
 
 Last I checked, it was the lure’s job is to get the animal within the proximity of the trap 
so that it can be caught. Maybe the lure manufacturers are to blame for this confusion. After all, 
they use puffery in their advertisements by proclaiming the superior merits of their lures with 
claims like, “this one puts the paws on the pan,” and other similar phrases. Maybe we are within 



our rights, as lure buyers, to demand a lure that places a canine’s foot twelve inches back and 
two inches to the right of the lure, where our trap will be! Many lure makers describe the benefits 
of their lure as something the animal will want to eat, “and not just roll on.” So why is this eating 
reaction to the lure any better than a rolling response? Both odors got the animal close enough to 
the trap to catch, right? 
 
 So if the lure has gotten the critter close enough to supposedly roll on and spring the trap, 
hasn’t it really done its job? Isn’t the animal close enough for us to catch? And it may be 
oversimplifying it a bit, but isn’t our job as trappers to place the lure in a position so that the 
animal has to cross over our trap before it reaches the lure? We seem to have no hesitancy in 
doing this with the so-called “food” lures, but a rolling lure causes us fits.  
 
 I should pause here and say one thing that many lure manufactures will dispute – 
NEARLY EVERY LURE WILL CAUSE SOME ROLLING IN SOME ANIMALS. True, it may 
not cause a rolling response in EVERY animal that encounters it, but there are just certain 
canines that prefer to roll. Now that’s a bold statement, so how do I back it up? Two things: First, 
I have hundreds of hours of trail camera footage testing numerous canine lures. Oh, I haven’t 
tested EVERY one of them, but I’ve tested enough and have a whole library of footage that 
makes me real comfortable in making that statement. Second, by testing single odors, I was able 
to isolate certain odors that make canines roll, such as fish oil, mink glands, weasel glands, urine, 
skunk, fetid meat, beaver castor, etc. It’s hard to find a commercial lure made that doesn’t have 
at least some of these ingredients. Show me a lure with one of these odors in it, and I will show 
you a lure that will cause a rolling response in a certain portion of the population that encounters 
it.   
 
 So what do we do about the rolling response? How do we catch a rolling canine? I 
confess, one of the ways came to me when I watched a government trapper set M-44’s. His “set” 
was to find a trail, saddle, mountain pass or similar location and then install the M-44. Each 
“getter gun” as he called them, had a piece of wool or burlap on the end and he applied a 
generous helping of lure to the wool or burlap. Most of his sets were in pretty open terrain, 
places like an old salt lick, a stock pond or a meadow – places where a canine had plenty of room 
to roll, so to speak. The trick that turned on the light bulb for me was that he then placed several 
fist sized rocks around the getter gun. Why? Because the lures he used had a tendency to cause a 
rolling response – fish oil, brains, castor, etc. Instead of fighting the rolling response, he used it 
to his advantage because he knew the coyote would avoid rolling on the rocks and pick up the 
odor to carry it to a convenient place where he could roll to his heart’s content. When the coyote 
tried to “pick up” the M-44, he was on his way to coyote heaven.  
 
 So how do we use this same technique to catch canines with foothold traps? Well, the 
standard dirt hole goes a long way in this regard because the bait is down the hole, in a location 
that the canine can’t really roll on it. Trappers get into trouble when they apply lures to the 
backing on their hole sets so the critter gets focused on the backing instead of on the hole. Many 
trappers only apply lure or bait to the hole and don’t worry about using lure on the backing and 
this helps avoid a lot of rolling.  
 



 But there is another set you should consider. Veteran Nevada trapper Bill Ilchik showed 
me this set (in fact, he describes the set in his book “Wild West Bobcat Trapping” and I heartily 
recommend you get the book) a number of years ago and I confess, it never really dawned on me 
what a great set it was until I started using it. I call it the “Two Rock Set.” While it is a simple, 
fast and highly efficient set, there are a couple of subtle points that really make this set sizzle. 
Again, don’t be like me and blow off the value of this set.  
 
 Find a good location and choose a relatively modest backing. I like a small shrub or bush. 
Place your lure or bait against this backing. I like to place a bone or a piece of burned wood 
against the backing as sort of a visual to hold the lure. In front of the bush, place two rocks about 
the size of a grapefruit. The rocks should be about 8-10" away from your backing and lure holder 
and about 2" to 2 ½" apart from each other. The trap pan lines up with the 2"-2 ½" gap between 
the two rocks and toward the area where you believe the animal will approach. The idea is the 
gap between the two rocks is about the same size as the pan of the trap you are using. 
Universally, the critter will approach the set and angle to get to the lure or bait by placing its feet 
between the two rocks and forward of the bait or lure. Since the lure or bait is “behind” the two 
rocks, the critter rarely rolls, but nearly always stretches its neck forward to locate and smell the 
lure. All attention is focused on the odor of the attractant – not on the trap.  

 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 I saw Bill demo this set several years ago and tucked it away in the “someday I will use 
it” file. Then one day I needed to catch a coyote along a two track road where there wasn’t much 
use digging a dirt hole unless I wanted my trap stolen. I decided to try this set and was extremely 
disappointed. The reason was operator error – I had misunderstood the dynamics of the set and 
had placed the trap between the two rocks. Inquisitive coyotes had approached the set but were 
able to get a good whiff of the lure without really committing to walk between the two rocks. I 
complained to Bill about it and even sent him a photo of the set. He pointed out the error of my 
ways and I remade the set according to his instructions. Bingo! That did the trick. The next year I 
experimented on my fox line by alternating my standard dirt holes with the two rock sets. The 



two rock set not only held its own, but outperformed the dirt hole sets in picking up coyotes and 
the occasional bobcat.  
 The set is a killer on those finicky cats who want to wander just close enough to the set to 
get a good sniff of the lure, but often don’t really “work” a set like a canine. For paranoid 
coyotes it allows them to sort of “cruise by” the set and still get caught. This set is superior in 
many respects to a standard flat set where a canine can roll on the bait or lure. It also allows a 
trapper to use any given lure or bait at the set, not worrying about whether the odor will cause the 
unwanted rolling affect – even if I happen to think rolling is a good thing.  
 


