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Fairbank, Maslin, Maullin, Metz & Associates (FM3) recently completed a survey of voters in California State 

Senate District 17 to assess voter views of a proposal to extend operation of the Diablo Canyon Power Plant 

beyond 2025.i The study found broad support for continued operations at Diablo Canyon -- support resilient 

after an exchange of pros and cons. In general, voters in State Senate District 17 also largely believe nuclear 

energy's benefits outweigh its risks, and value its reduced risk of blackouts and reduction of climate pollution.  

• Given context specific to Diablo Canyon, two-thirds support the continued operation of the plant. As shown 

in Figure 1 below, 66% support the proposal to keep Diablo Canyon Power Plan open past 2025, with nearly 

half (46%) who "strongly support" it. 

Figure 1: Support for Continuing Operation of Diablo Canyon Power Plant 

As you may know, Diablo Canyon Power Plant is a nuclear plant located in San Luis Obispo,  
operated by PG&E. It is the only nuclear energy plant operating in California and currently generates  

about 8% of the state’s total electricity and 15% of its emissions-free electricity. It is slated to close by 2025,  
but some people have proposed keeping it open. Do you support or oppose the continued  

operation of California’s existing nuclear energy plant past 2025? 
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• More broadly, voters in the District believe that the benefits of nuclear energy outweigh the risks by a 43-

point margin. More than three in five (62%) say that the benefits of nuclear energy outweigh the risks, while 

just 19% said the opposite. 

 

• A plurality says they are more likely to support a state legislator who supports extension of the plant. Figure 

2 below shows that voters are more likely to see support for the continued operation of the plant as a positive 

than a negative by a 28-point margin. In fact, voters are more likely to say it makes no difference than to say 

it would be a negative. 

Figure 2: Impact on Support for a Legislator 

If your state legislator supported the continued operation of California’s existing nuclear energy plant 
past 2025, would that make you more likely or less likely to vote for them?  

 

• Voters especially value reducing the risk of blackouts -- particularly on hot days. Figure 3 on the next page 

shows the shares of voters in the district who found each potential benefit of continued operation "extremely 

important" or "very important." Each one met that standard with a majority. However, increased reliability of 

the grid as we transition to more solar and wind (75%) and savings for ratepayers (77%) are among their most-

valued benefits, along with reducing climate pollution (71%). 
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Figure 3: Importance of Potential Benefits of Continued Operation of Diablo Canyon Power Plant  

Here are some potential benefits of continuing operation of California’s existing nuclear energy plant to generate 
electricity.  For each item, please select how important that benefit is to you personally?   

Potential Benefit 
Extremely or 

Very Important 

Reducing the risk of electricity blackouts and brownouts on hot days when 
energy demand is highest 

77% 

Providing reliable electricity as the state transitions to wind and solar 75% 

Saving Californians $2.6 billion on their electricity bills over the next 8 years 75% 

Reducing the pollution that causes climate change 71% 

Reducing reliance on natural gas 52% 
 

• Given an exchange of pro and con messaging, broad majorities continue to support continued operation of 

the plant. Figure 4 shows the impact of brief statements in favor of and against the proposal. After voters 

hear arguments from supporters and opponents of the proposal, three in five remain supportive -- a 36-point 

margin. 

Figure 4: Progression of Support 

Supporters say the world has changed since the decision to shut down Diablo Canyon was made in 2018. MIT and 
Stanford studied the benefits of extending the life of the plant given the worsening climate crisis, drought, and 
risk of blackouts in California. They found that extending the life of Diablo Canyon for a few years will provide 

significant benefits for the climate and energy reliability, and will reduce air pollution until we get more wind and 
solar energy online. Closing the plant means burning more natural gas for power at older, high-polluting plants 

and cost ratepayers another $2.6 billion between now and 2035.  

Opponents say that we have already studied leaving Diablo Canyon open and decided to close it. We should not 
continue using a dangerous source of energy like nuclear energy when safer and healthier alternatives are 

available. Instead, we must increase energy generated by wind and solar power, to maintain a reliable supply of 
electricity. And anyway, Diablo Canyon is operated by PG&E, a company that has gone bankrupt and been found 
liable for wildfire starts, and causing property damage and deaths caused by poorly maintained power lines. We 

can’t trust this company to manage such a dangerous plant for another 10 years. 

 
Initial 

Position  
After Pros 
and Cons 

Total Support 68% 65% 

Total Oppose 24% 29% 

Don't Know 9% 6% 
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In sum, voters in State Senate District 17 broadly see the benefits of nuclear energy as outweighing the risk, and 

more specifically support the continued operation of Diablo Canyon Power Plant as the state continues its clean-

energy transition. This view is broadly held even in the face of pro and con messaging. 

 
i Methodology: From Aug. 20-22, 2022, FM3 completed 627 interviews online via text message and email with randomly 
selected likely November 2022 voters in California State Senate District 17. The margin of sampling error for the study is +/-
4.9% at the 95% confidence level; margins of error for subsamples will be higher. Due to rounding, not all totals will sum to 
100%.  


