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Major Military Bases &
o Facilities
Joint Base Lewis-McChord
Naval Base Kitsap

Background

.+ Bangor

Integration

Statement

« Keyport

* Bremerton

Puget Sound Naval Shipyard
~ Naval Station Everett

—==  National Guard Camp Murray
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| Military in the Central Puget Sound
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National
Joint Base Naval Guard
Lewis Station Camp
McChord Everett Murray

ackground
Backg 118,300 36,700 5.800 8,770
Direct jobs
Military 46,800 13,500 11,000 8,400
Population Countywide
Civilian 16,300 13,700 330

Workforce

Family 55,200 9,500

Members

Acreage 414,000 11,200 5,111 295
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= Regional Centers

Regional Growth Centers and Manufacturing/Industrial Centers
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Designation Procedures for
New Regional Growth and Manufacturing Industrial Centers

Adopted by the Puget Sound Regronal Counsil Exseutive Board
September 12, 2011

THE ISSUE

VISION 2040 directs PSRC to peovide a regonal framework for designatiag and evaluating
regional growth and manufactering mdustrial cesters. The Designation Procedures provide the
Growith Management Policy Board and Executive Board with a tool to review and act on the
desigmation of new proposed cemters. Regional designaticn 1 made at the discretsom of the
Executive Board after comsidering the recommendation of the Growth Management Policy Board,
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" Request of PSRC

*- South SourAd Militan: o Cammynities
Partnershif

Recegnizing Military Facilities In PSRC's Regional Planning

* Recogni: > planning

L]
4 PSRC Preqdent Pt MoCuantivy (Peeroe Cowey Exacutive) requested that dhe Growth
“ Munagement Policy Board coesider whether melitary fecdities shoudd be negiomally
recogized as employment centers i the VISION 2040 and Transportation 2080 fremeworks

The Grosth Managemernt Policy Board directed staff to move foeward wath nssassing the
issue and developing potertial optioss for Board considembion

— F u I I e r This puper addhresses the roquest by (A) providisg background infoomation oo mmlitary I fO r u I I l S

fincilities i the region, (B) desenbing bow these facilities are currently inchnded 10 2ech of the
throe major regsorml planming progrens o PSRC — oconomic, land use, and tnmspormbion,
(C) iddenb Bang some broad options and summunzring results of stakebolder mtorviows relisted
1o thase three opticns, and (D) praoniding rocommundtions S Growth Mamgemen) Pobicy

Integration

Hesnd discusson

" SUpPpPOIt | s imunities

Melitary facilvtics wre pddresecd in sultigle ways i the ccomnvenic developenet wak of e
PERC, howeves, they are not inchaded 10 any sigmithoant xtent i the lund wse and
transpoction components. Ciiven thelr sconomic mpects, and lmpects 00 ranspocsition
— O ad c‘ fhilines and land use m nearty arens, there are benefits om recogmzing mulitary facdities in
I ,  PSRCs plesming. And, while nulitary facslities. operae uncer diffesent laws and statoses than
loced governments, sigssficant cocedimution s ccowmeg in these commmrities under the
regatrements of the Growds Managamient Act

- - -
Potential options range from no changs Som cwrent status, secognizing military facilities )
— | simular fo regonal marmifactuning industnial centers or similar $o countywide cemers, of ,

deferring this issue uned the full update of VISION 2030, which s schadded in the

>..7.4m~cf7mx< 00

» Recognize as reyivnar ernpioyment

DoRC centers
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Economic Development

-Highly integrated
-RES Industry Sector, in Annual Action Items
-Direct engagement in formation of Sector Association

Background

Integration

Transportation B
Statement o i _
-Very limited integration

-Shown on T2040 maps, trip generators in models
-Some base access projects in project list

Growth Management B
-Very limited integration

-Text and a Multicounty Planning Policy on encroachment
-Shown on VISION 2040 maps



Military Facilities and Regional Planning

=+ Interviews with host jurisdictions and economic
development organizations

*Tacoma / Pierce County *Economic Alliance of
Chamber Snohomish County
Integration *City of Seattle Kitsap Economic
. Development Alliance
* South Sound Military
Partnership / City of *Washington Department of
Lakewood Commerce
*City of Everett *City of Bremerton

Kitsap County

Boards and committees provide opportunity for a
broader discussion
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-Different than local governments
-No control or expectations about future growth
-Can already partner on planning and projects

Defer to VISION 2040 Update (2018 timeframe)

-Make major decision in comprehensive fashion
-Wait until GMA plans and Joint Studies are complete

Recognize equivalent to MIC

-Major economic drivers in all four counties
-Addresses strategic issue, enhances partnerships

-Supports host communities with limited impacts on
regional processes

Rationale for
More Integration
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-Almost no support
-Facilities are too important, local impacts too significant
-Need to protect sector through supportive public actions

Defer to VISION 2040 Update (2018 timeframe)

-Not optimal, with little rationale expressed for waiting
-Might be detrimental if a BRAC process occurs

Recognize equivalent to Industrial Centers

-Nearly all strongly supported this option
-Recognition that a one-size-fits-all approach may not work

Interviewee
Perspectives
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Position Statement

/=% Policy discussion at Boards & Committees:

Military is important to the region's economy

No local control over use, growth, or possible
closure of these facilities

Need to better understand travel patterns
related to military facilities

Must be clear on their needs and on what
recognizing military facilities means

Divergent opinions on timing
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Position Statement

= |n recognition of their importance in the central Puget
. / ¢ Sound region, the Puget Sound Regional Council

= " recognizes military facilities as regionally significant

| employment areas. PSRC will reflect military facilities in

regional planning as follows:
Background

Integration « Centers — Consider the role and inclusion of military
Statement facilities as part of the tiered centers framework.

« Data — Improve coordination and use of data related
to military facilities in regional planning work.

 Regional Economic Strategy — Continue to include
the military employment cluster in updates to the RES
(2017), and support military employment in the region
through the Washington Military Alliance.



Statement

Transportation 2040 — Ensure that
transportation projects needed to improve access
to military facilities are identified and considered
In the plan (2018).

Maps — Continue to include military facilities on
regional planning maps and in plan elements.

PSRC Project Selection — The project selection
task force should consider reflecting military
bases as locally defined centers to compete in the
county-wide funding competitions for the 2016
project selection process.
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1=%< ' On The Horizon

. » Joint Land Use Studies

— Underway at both Joint Base Lewis
McChord and Naval Base Kitsap

* Future BRAC Processes (?)

Statement

 Regional Plan Updates
— Regional Economic Strategy (2017)
— Transportation 2040 (2018)
— VISION 2040 (2020)

 Regional Centers Framework Update
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For More Information

Contact:

Charlie Howard * Director of Planning
CHoward@psrc.org ® 206-464-7122

Puget Sound Regional Counci
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