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Unusnal agonistic behavior in a Green Honeycreeper.—I observed a Green Honeycreeper
(Chlorophanes spiza) exhibiting unusual behavior in its interactions with Bananaquits (Coe-
reba flaveola) at Asa Wright Nature Center, 12 km north of Arima, Trinidad. The nature
center occupies a clearing, heavily planted with ornamental plants, in fairly dense tropical
forest. On most days, an abundance of fruit (primarily bananas) and nectar (sugar water) is
placed at a series of feeders at the center to attract small birds. While watching these birds
at a fruit feeder on the morning of 26 February 1984, I saw a male Green Honeycreeper
reach over, pick up a Bananaquit by the wing, and drop it off the side of the feeder. In about
2 min of further watching, I saw the same honeycreeper pick up Bananaquits (which con-
stantly came and went from the feeder) three additional times, both by wing and tail, and
drop them from the feeder in the same manner. The action was brief and without struggle.
The honeycreeper fed several times, then left, not to be seen again while I watched for
another 10 min.

In Trinidad, Green Honeycreepers forage primarily for fruit (63% of 267 observations),
while Bananaquits are primarily nectar-feeders (76% of 570 observations) (Snow and Snow,
Auk 88:291-322, 1971), but they were competing for the same resource in this instance.
Bananaquits literally swarmed at the feeders at times, and the larger species (mean weight
of Green Honeycreeper 18.2 g, of Bananaquit 10.6 g [Snow and Snow 1971]) disposed of
its competitors quickly and effectively, although perhaps only momentarily, by this method.
The action seemed to involve less energy expenditure than a threat display or displacement
attempt would have. 7

Birds regularly make bodily contact with each other during agonistic encounters, but the
unusual aspect of the presently described one was its calmness. Neither bird called, and
perhaps the action was quick enough so the Bananaquit had no chance to struggle before it
was dropped. The density of the vegetation precluded my observation of any of them after
they were released.

I watched honeycreepers, tanagers and other birds coming to these feeders for a total of
about 4 h during my brief stay. Although I saw Green Honeycreepers and Bananaquits
feeding at the same feeder several other times, I saw this interaction only on this occasion.
As the first bird observed was so persistent in this singular behavior, I expected to see it
again, and the other birds I saw subsequently may have been different males, as there were
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several in the vicinity. I presume the honeycreeper chanced upon the behavior pattern and
repeated it when it worked. — DENNIS R. PAULSON, Burke Museum DB-10, Univ. Washington,
Seattle, Washington 98195. Received 11 Nov. 1987, accepted 15 Feb. 1988.
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Osprey hunting on ground for small mammals. —Ospreys (Pandion haliaetus) are known
hunting specialists that feed primarily on fish. Their hunting technique involves plunging
feet first into water to capture prey. In contrast, here we report an Osprey successfully
hunting on the ground for ground squirrels (Citellus sp.). The observation was made 27 June
1987 approximately 2 km south of Henry Lake, Idaho. The Osprey was observed walking
along a dirt road for approximately 30—40 m. Every several meters it would turn its head
to the right and either stop or continue to walk. Suddenly, it turned to the right, opened its
wings and glided about 2 m, hitting the ground with its legs extended. The Osprey then
hopped back toward the road with a ground squirrel in its talons, and flew off with its prey.
The species of ground squirrel is unknown. However, ground squirrels were abundant in
the area. Several Sandhill Cranes (Grus canadensis) also were seen feeding on ground squir-
rels. Therefore, we assume that the Osprey opportunistically adopted this particular hunting
technique to utilize a locally abundant food resource. Although our assessment is subjective,
the Osprey did appear to be accomplished in this hunting procedure, suggesting that the
technique had been utilized previously. In addition to their regular diet of fish, Ospreys may
feed on birds, frogs, crustaceans, and small mammals (Wiley and Loher, Wilson Bull. 85:
468-470, 1973). However, there are few actual sightings of Ospreys capturing mammals,
and their hunting procedures are not well known. Proctor (Wilson Bull. 89:625, 1977)
observed an Osprey capturing a small vole (Microtus pennsylvanicus) in a salt marsh. In
that case the bird was observed to “hover in the same pattern it would in catching a fish
and then plunge to the ground.” In contrast, we observed a rather unusual pattern (for
Ospreys) of hunting by moving along the ground. Thus, at least two different hunting patterns
may be used by Ospreys to catch small mammals. Since, in this instance, the observation
was on hard ground rather than in a salt marsh, it is possible that the normal diving method
of Ospreys precludes efficient swooping onto prey on hard ground, thus resulting in this
particular bird’s adopting the walking hunting technique. —JOHN H. WERREN AND C. JEANNE
PETERSON, Dept. Biology, Dept. Pediatrics, Univ. Rochester, Rochester, New York 14627.
Received 15 Dec. 1987, accepted 18 Feb. 1988.
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Unusual Greater Sandhill Crane egg.—Normally, the eggs of a given species of bird are
uniform and fixed in coloration so that a species can be identified by its eggs (Welty 1975).
Furthermore, individual birds ordinarily lay eggs of consistent color and pattern (Littlefield
1981, Harrison 1984). Although variations do occur within species, a contrary phenomenon
occurs when a bird that normally lays pigmented eggs lays white eggs lacking in color (Welty
1975). This has been documented previously in at least 34 North American bird species
(Gross 1968), but until now has not been observed in Sandhill Cranes (Grus canadensis).
Here we describe the white egg of a Greater Sandhill Crane (G. ¢. tabida) found on Modoc
National Wildlife Refuge (N.W.R.), Modoc County, California, during 1986.

The 2543-ha Modoc N.W.R. surrounds the confluence of the north and south forks of



