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california legislature—2005–06 regular session

Assembly Joint Resolution  No. 12

Introduced by Assembly Member Gordon
(Coauthors: Assembly Members Aghazarian, Arambula, Baca, Bass,

Benoit, Berg, Bermudez, Blakeslee, Bogh, Calderon, Canciamilla,

Chavez, Chu, Cogdill, Cohn, Coto, Daucher, De La Torre,

DeVore, Dymally, Emmerson, Evans, Frommer, Garcia,

Goldberg, Hancock, Harman, Jerome Horton, Shirley Horton,

Houston, Huff, Jones, Karnette, Keene, Klehs, Koretz, La Malfa,

Laird, Leno, Leslie, Levine, Lieber, Liu, Matthews, Maze,

McCarthy, Montanez, Mountjoy, Mullin, Nakanishi, Nation,

Nava, Negrete McLeod, Nunez, Oropeza, Parra, Pavley, Plescia,

Richman, Ridley-Thomas, Sharon Runner, Ruskin, Saldana,

Salinas, Spitzer, Strickland, Torrico, Tran, Umberg, Vargas,

Villines, Walters, Wolk, Wyland, and Yee)

March 17, 2005

Assembly Joint Resolution No. 12—Relative to military base
retention.

legislative counsel’s digest

AJR 12, as amended, Gordon. Military base realignment and
closure.

This measure would memorialize the President and the Congress of
the United States to recognize that California’s military installations
possess critical military value in a manner consistent with the
congressionally approved 2005 BRAC Closure and Realignment
Selection Criteria and to also examine additional specified criteria for
military base retention which recognizes the unique military value of
California’s military installations.
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Fiscal committee:   yes.
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WHEREAS, The federal Department of Defense conducted
base realignment and closure (BRAC) rounds in 1988, 1991,
1993, and 1995. The previous BRAC rounds resulted in the
closure of 97 major bases, the realignment of 55 major bases, and
the closure or realignment of 235 minor bases across the United
States; and

WHEREAS, Congress has authorized a fifth BRAC round for
2005 in the National Defense Authorization Act of FY 2002
(Public Law 107-107); and

WHEREAS, In March 2004, the Department of Defense
released a congressionally mandated document, the Force
Structure Plan, which estimates a 24 percent excess installation
capacity. Due to the reported excess installation capacity as well
as the escalating costs associated with ongoing United States
military missions, the Secretary of Defense has indicated that the
Department of Defense is seeking to drastically reduce its
military infrastructure this year; and

WHEREAS, For over half a century, California’s workers,
businesses, industries, and universities have contributed to our
national security, utilizing their talents, capital, and skills to
develop and manufacture new technologies, aircraft, satellites,
missiles, and advanced weapons systems; and

WHEREAS, California has been the state hardest hit by the
Department of Defense’s previous BRAC rounds. In the four
BRAC rounds conducted since 1988, California has had 29 bases
closed or significantly realigned; and

WHEREAS, California lost more federal payroll jobs from the
closure of its 29 military bases under rounds one to four,
inclusive, than all of the rest of the states put together. The
reduced military payroll in California, including military and
civilian employees, is approximately 101,000 jobs. Additionally,
300,000 private sector defense industry jobs in California have
been eliminated as a result of base closures; and

WHEREAS, The Department of Defense and the defense
industry represent the second largest industrial complex in
California today, totaling more than $40 billion a year. There are
currently 62 bases remaining in California that could be closed or
realigned as a result of the 2005 BRAC process; and
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WHEREAS, California simply cannot afford the next round of
base closures to impact our state as significantly as the prior
rounds did. In previous BRAC rounds, more than 20 percent of
the nation’s total base cuts came from California. If California
again assumes 20 percent of the nation’s cuts, the effects on our
state’s economy could be devastating; and

WHEREAS, Having been the leader in the nation’s defense
effort, it is now time for California to assume the role as leader in
defending existing military installations within its borders; and

WHEREAS, In an effort to be proactive in retaining military
facilities within California that are essential to national security,
and to provide for a single, focused strategy to defend these
installations, the Legislature created the Office of Military and
Aerospace Support, under the direction of the Secretary of
Business, Transportation and Housing, with the passage of SB
926 in 2004; and

WHEREAS, Military installations provide the foundation for
United States defense efforts. Maintaining these installations is,
therefore, critical to supporting America’s national security.
California is vital to the mission and might of our United States
military. Our seaports and airports, bases and equipment,
research labs and testing grounds support the finest fighting force
in the world; and

WHEREAS, As our nation faces new security threats in the
21st century, California is ready to confront these dangers. In
space, over land, and at sea, California is helping the military
meet the challenges of tomorrow. From troop deployment to
systems development, training to logistics, the future of our
military is right here in California; now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Assembly and the Senate of the State of
California, jointly, That California’s military installations
possess critical military value in a manner consistent with the
congressionally approved 2005 BRAC Closure and Realignment
Selection Criteria and that California is ready to help the
Department of Defense meet its goals now and in the future; and
be it further

Resolved, That the Legislature of the State of California
respectfully memorializes the President, the Congress of the
United States, and the Defense Base Closure and Realignment
Commission to not only recognize the unique military value of
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California’s installations, but also to vigilantly examine
additional criteria, including, but not limited to, all of the
following, before officially recommending any California base
for closure:

(a)  California’s ability to recruit and train highly skilled and
educated personnel.

(b)  The existing synergies between military installations and
the private sector.

(c)  The economic impact on existing communities in the
vicinity of military installations.

(d)  Our incomparable quality of life which enhances personnel
retention.

(e)  The technological capability to effectively place superior
equipment in the hands of the warfighter.

(f)  The vast intellectual capital that has been developed in
California over the last half century.

(g)  California’s unparalleled ability to train all kinds of forces,
year round, in every type of warfare effectively, efficiently, and
economically.

(h)  California’s strategic location on the Pacific Coast, which
allows for rapid deployment to trouble spots in Asia and the
Middle East.

(i)  The disproportionate sacrifices California has endured in
previous BRAC rounds; and be it further

Resolved, That the Chief Clerk of the Assembly and the
Secretary of the Senate transmit copies of this resolution to the
President of the United States, to the Speaker of the United States
House of Representatives, each Senator and Representative from
California in the Congress of the United States, to the members
of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission
following their appointment by the President, and to the author
for appropriate distribution.
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