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Fairbank, Maslin, Maullin, Metz & Associates (FM3) recently completed a survey of California voters to
understand their views of wildfire risk prevention funding.' The study found that voters broadly and strongly
support allocating more funding toward the reduction of wildfire and other natural disasters. More specifically,
they see the need for additional funding to reduce wildfire risk, and most believe the state is spending too little

on it now. Californians also broadly and strongly support the goals of the Wildfire and Forest Resilience Task
Force.

Key findings include:

e Nearly seven in ten see “a great need” or “some need” for additional funding to reduce the threat of
wildfire. Fully 68% of California voters believe that the state has at least some need for more funding in
principle, and 37% see the need as great.

! Methodology: From Nov. 10-16, 2025, FM3 completed 627 online and telephone interviews with likely November 2026
voters in California. The margin of sampling error for the study is +/-4.0% at the 95% confidence level; margins of error for
population subgroups within the sample will be higher. Due to rounding, not all totals will sum to 100%.
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Figure 1: Perceived Need for Funding for Wildfire Risk Reduction

Generally speaking, would you say that California has a great need, some need, a little need,
or no real need for additional funding to reduce the threat of catastrophic wildfires?

Great/
Some Need
68%

A little need 11% A Little/
No Real Need

No real need - 12% 24%

Don't know 9%

e Seventy-one percent of voters support a Wildfire and Forest Resilience Task Force proposal. Figure 2 on the
next page shows that a broad majority of California voters supports addressing the wildfire crisis in California
by restoring forest health, improving fire safety in communities, and increasing local capacity for wildfire-risk
reduction projects. Nearly half (45%) “strongly support” the goals of the task force’s proposal.

Figure 2: Support for a Wildfire and Forest Resilience Proposal

The next question is about a different proposal. It is a Wildfire and Forest Resilience proposal from
a state task force to address the wildfire crisis in California by restoring the health and resilience
of California forests, shrublands and grasslands; improving the fire safety of our communities;
and Increasing local capacity to implement high-priority wildfire risk reduction projects.

Do you support or oppose the state achieving the goals in this plan?

strongly support | /5o | ot
Support
somewhat support | 26% 71%

Somewhat oppose | 2% Total
Oppose

Strongly oppose _ 10% | 12%
Undecided 17%
This includes broad support across demographic groups including:
87% of Democrats, 70% of independents and a plurality (45%) of Republicans;
71% of men and 72% of women;

69% of white voters, 75% of Latino voters, and 73% of voters of color overall; and
67% or more in every region of the state.
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e Voters are nearly as worried about wildfire as they are about the cost of living. Figure 3 shows that the cost
of living is a concern for nearly all Californians (89%) — and more specifically, housing (88%) and home
insurance (80%) are broad concerns. At the same time, 78% say larger and more damaging wildfires are an
“extremely” or “very serious problem” for the state.

Figure 3: Problem Seriousness

Homelessness 91%
The cost of living 89%
The cost and availability of housing 88%
The cost and availability of home insurance 80%
The cost of home energy bills 79%
Larger and more damaging wildfires 78%
The state budget deficit 68%
Drought 64%
The amount you pay in taxes 63%

e Nearly two-thirds support a measure to provide additional statewide funding for reducing wildfire,
drought, flooding and extreme heat risk. California voters broadly support a proposal to allocate 1% to 2%
of the state’s general fund for these purposes using mock statewide ballot initiative language. Notably, there
is no statistical difference in support between 1% and 2% allocations.
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Figure 4: Support for Increased Funding for Reducing Wildfire, Drought, Flooding and Extreme Heat Risk

PROVIDES ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR REDUCING WILDFIRE, DROUGHT, FLOODING AND EXTREME
HEAT RISK. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Provides additional funding for reducing wildfire, drought, flooding
and extreme heat risks by annually allocating from state General Fund an amount equaling
(HALF SAMPLE: 1%) (HALF SAMPLE: 2%) of required state funding. Requires audits.

Strongly support _ 43% | Total

Support

Somewhat support - 20% 63%

Somewhat oppose 3% Total
Oppose

Strongly oppose - 16% | 19%

Undecided 18%

This includes broad support across demographic groups including:

84% of Democrats and 54% of independents;

55% of men and 71% of women;

65% of white voters, 66% of Latino voters, and 61% of voters of color; and
54% or more in every region of the state.

n sum, Nearly two-thirds support proposal to dedicate as much as 2% of the state’s general fund toward
reducing wildfire, drought, flooding and extreme heat risk. Underlying this opinion is Californians’ broadly
support for increasing funding for wildfire risk reduction, and belief the state is spending too little on
prevention of catastrophic wildfire.
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