SPECIES FACT SHEET
Scientific Name: Plebejus icarioides blackmorei 

Common Name: Puget Blue


Technical Description: 
A small (3 cm wingspan) blue and gray butterfly. Male dorsal wings silvery blue with a wide dark margin; females gray-brown with diffuse blue patches at wing base. Ventral forewing silvery gray with smallish but distinct black spots. Ventral hind wing with small or no black spots, surrounded by white rings. Eggs, larvae, and pupae are hard to find and hard to identify. Most authors lump Puget Trough and Olympic populations in this subspecies. Pyle (2002) suggests that they may be separate subspecies. He and Guppy and Shepard (2001) use Icaricia as a genus name.
Life History: 

There is only one flight of adults, but it is relatively long - up to a month at a site. Flights are in May through July at low elevations and July through August in the Olympics. The larvae overwinter. Larvae feed on several species of lupine, including L. latifolius, L. lepidus, L. laxiflorus, L. seiceus, and L. suphureus. If more than one lupine is present at a site, larvae prefer the hairiest species (Pelham 2005). Adults nectar on most available flowers. Larvae are tended by ants, producing sugar-rich food for the ants, and receiving protection while feeding and shelter in ant nests.
Range, Distribution, and Abundance: 

Range-wide: Known from the east coast of Vancouver Island, in subalpine and alpine habitat, south into the Olympic Mountains, and on low elevation grasslands around southern Puget Sound. Relatively rare in BC and WA.
WA: 20-25 locations in Hinchliff (1996). Most are in the NE Olympics, in Olympic National Park and Olympic National Forest. Some habitat remains unsurveyed. Few locations in Puget Trough prairies. (The 2 areas may represent separate subspecies.) Surveys are relatively complete, and some likely habitat is not occupied. Known sites are in the northeast Olympics, in Clallam and Jefferson Counties and around south Puget Sound, in King, Pierce, Thurston, Grays Harbor, and Mason Counties. Suitable grassland habitat is patchy within the range. Numbers of individuals may be large, but as with other invertebrates, the number of individuals is usually not as significant to survival of the species as the number of populations.
OR: This species has not been found and is not expected in OR.

Federal Land: The subspecies is probably more widespread within Olympic National Park and Olympic National Forest. It might possibly be found in Mt. Baker/Snoqualmie National Forest either on low elevation grasslands or in alpine habitat. It is unlikely to be found on any other National Forest or other federal land.

Habitat Associations: 

Found on Puget Trough prairies, roadside grasslands, and forest openings. Also found in alpine meadows, and nearby forest edges and openings. Never found far from lupine.
Threats: 

Range-wide: Global warming may threaten high altitude populations. Low altitude populations face continued threats from development and encroachment of woody vegetation and other weeds on their habitat. Guppy and Shepard (2001) think low altitude populations may have declined with development and encroachment of woody vegetation while subalpine populations may have expanded with logging of forests and expansion of subalpine lupine populations.
WA/OR: Olympic populations may be threatened by global warming. Puget Trough populations are threatened by habitat loss to invasive plants and development, pesticide use, and human use of habitat. Factors that cause decline of a species on one site may cause an increase on another site, depending on precise timing and, especially, the reaction of lupine populations. Distribution and numbers have probably declined in the Puget Trough due to habitat loss and fragmentation.

Conservation Considerations: 

Inventory: Survey for new populations in potential habitat, in proximity to known sites. 
Research: Try to assess changes in range and numbers.  Investigate taxonomic relationship of Olympic and Puget Trough populations. 
Management: There are not immediate management needs for populations on federal land. Monitoring for the effects of global warming, encroachment by woody species and possible impacts of trampling would be useful.

Other Pertinent Information: 
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