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‘The Securities Institute of Australia 1
Why is the Election Close?

The issue is unemployment and the economy, the concern is GST. The ALP was in front after
Sunday’s debate - was the swing back to the ALP a "knee-jerk reaction" or a permanent swing?
Tonight on the Seven Network we will release our final poll - it will be difficult for the ALP
to win with 11.1% unemployment. (See Appendix 1). We will also be conducting an election
day poll - just to show we can get it right, I hope.

Since the 1980 Federal election the Morgan Poll has conducted many telephone polls on voting
intention and compared the results obtained with Morgan Polls conducted at the same time
by "face-to-face” interviews using a "secret ballot" (See Appendix 2). Comparison of the results
show significant differences.

It became apparent during the recent Queensland and Victorian State elections that telephone
polls obtain a bias which is correlated with which party electors "think will win". Obviously if
the population is evenly divided on who they "think will win", then there is likely to be no
significant bias in a telephone poll result. However, if one party is favoured to win by a
significant proportion of the population then the voting intention bias for that party is between
2% and 10%.

Four days before the election, electors believe the L-NP will win the coming Federal election -
45% (2% lower than before the debate won by Mr Keating) think the I-NP will win, 37% (up
5%) the ALP and 18% (down 3%) are undecided. Because of this telephone polls not using
the "new" Morgan telephone poll method could be biased to the L-NP as Newspoll (4.3%),
AGB (a low 0.8%), and Westpoll (2.8%) were recently in Western Australia. The Morgan Poll
under-estimated the L-NP vote by 1.2%. _

A week before the election, the Morgan Poll gave the L-NP a lead of 3% over the ALP.
Comparing this result to results a week before the last nine Federal elections shows the L-NP
in the same position as in 1977 when they won and was only in a better position in 1975, when
they won comfortably. The issue is - will the L-NP vote go back to where it was if the memory
of the debate fades.

From 1983 only TV and radio comment, but not advertising, has been allowed after midnight
of the Wednesday before an election. Before then, TV and radio comment were also banned
after the Wednesday before an election. Since September 1992, advertising has been allowed
up until 24 hours before election day. :

All published polls (including the Morgan Poll) conducted 3 - 4 weeks before the 1977, 1980,
. 1983, 1984, 1987 and 1990 Federal elections showed the ALP winning (See Appendix 1). In
the 1977, 1980, 1983, 1984, 1987 and 1990 elections the last published "face-to-face” Morgan
Polls using a "secret ballot" were conducted on the weekend before the election. In all those
Morgan Polls, except 1977, the ALP lead was significantly larger than the election result. In
1977 the L-NP lead was significantly smaller than the actual election result. :

Special election day polls helped to determine whether or not there was an ALP bias a week
before those elections (1977 to 1990) or an actual drop in ALP support in the last week. From
1977 to 1984 those election day polls were conducted by "face-to-face" interviewing using a
"secret ballot" with the results being tabulated after the election result was known. The 1987
(election day) and 1990 (election eve) polls were conducted by telephone. As can be seen (See
Appendix 3) those election day polls were extremely accurate and confirmed there were swings
away from the ALP in the last week of the election campaigns from 1977 through to 1990.

* With a "secret ballot” the respondent is asked to indicate their vote on a baliot paper which they put into 2 Morgan Poll ballot box.
Respondents are told that their answers will be matched back to the questionnaire 50 answers can be analysed by their demographies.
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The Securities Institute of Australia 2
Why is the Election Close?

When electors were asked 3 weeks before the 1990 election who they thought would win, they
answered:

ALP 68%
L-NP 21%
Can’t say 11%

100%

Unfortunately, before the 1977, 1980, 1983, 1984 and 1987 elections the Morgan Poll did not
ask electors who they thought would win. However, in all those elections, there was
widespread publicity 3 - 4 weeks before those elections telling electors the ALP was in front.
Because of this a similar result as found in 1990 would have been expected if electors had been
asked who they thought would win.

In 1975 there is little doubt that before the election the electorate believed the L-NP would
win. A week before the election the Morgan Poll gave the L-NP a massive lead of 14%. The
election day poll cut this L-NP lead back to 10%, which was within 0.2% of the actual election
result!

In the 1990 Federal election all final telephone polls overestimated the ALP vote - Morgan
and Saulwick by a low 0.6%, Newspoll by 2.1% and AGB by 2.6%; and all underestimated the
L-NP vote, Morgan by a low 1.2%, AGB by 2.2%, Newspoll 3.7% and Saulwick by a high 4.2%
(See Appendix 4).

The final Morgan Poll was the only poll to show that the L-NP would receive a greater
percentage share of the vote than the ALP, as actually occurred.

The inaccuracy of telephone polls makes it difficult to know whether there was a "real" swing
in the last few days or whether the swing was due to the bias of telephone polls.

To try and solve this problem the Morgan Poll conducted numerous experiments during the
recent Queensland, Victorian and Western Australian State election campaigns.

Queensland

In last year’s Queensland State election a similar swing against the ALP could be claimed to
have occurred. In that election, however, the final ALP vote was down on the 1989 ALP vote.
Although Morgan Poll telephone surveys conducted during the last week showed a significant
ALP lead, the "secret ballot" survey taken a month before the election showed a result very
similar to the election result and the election day poll was extremely accurate (See Appendix
5). This indicates that the Morgan telephone polls probably contained significant ALP bias
although the alternative is that there was a swing to the ALP which was reversed in the last
days before the election (See Appendix 6). When Queensland electors were asked who they
thought would win, 82% said the ALP.

wf3
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The Securities Institate of Australia ' 3
Why is the Election Close?

Victoria

In the recent Victorian State election, although there is little doubt that while in the last two
weeks of the election campaign the independent and minor party voters switched back to the
ALP, the L-NP vote remained unchanged from its level before the election was announced in
Angust. However, in the 2-3 weeks leading up to the election, Morgan telephone polls (and
all other telephone polls) showed significantly fewer electors saying they’d vote for the ALP
than the "secret ballot” Morgan Polls conducted "door-to-door" on similar dates. On election
day, when Victorian electors were also asked who they “thought would win", 79% said the L-
NP. -

The Morgan Poll conducted by telephone only obtained a result similar to the "secret ballot”
poll conducted on election day after the telephone voting intention questioning was changed
on the Friday night before the election and on election day. The "door-to-door" election day
Morgan Poll using the "secret ballot" was very accurate (See Appendix 7).

Western Australia

For the recent Western Australian election the Morgan Poll asked the "new" question
procedure as first used on the Friday night before the Victorian election. The Morgan Poll
result for Western Australia was based on only 604 electors and was easily the most accurate
of all published polls (See Appendix 8). The L-NP error of other polisters could be explained
by 63% of Western Australian electors on election eve believing the L-NP would win.

Previous experiences

During the 1970’s it was believed by pollsters that telephone polls conducted during the last
week before an election would detect the swing caused by campaigning during the last week.
However, before the Fraser Government’s win in 1975 Morgan Poll telephone surveys
conducted during the election campaign found large biases toward the L-NP. Those biases
were considerably greater than the "phone Vs no phone" bias which showed phone owners
more likely to vote L-NP than non-phone owners.

Until the Fraser Government was elected in 1975 the Morgan Poll allowed for this bias by
adding the "no answer/can’t say" to the ALP. This corrected the L-NP bias in telephone
polling and resulted in a very accurate 1975 election forecast.

However, after the 1975 election it became obvious that adding the "no answer/can’t say” to
ALP would result in a very wrong result. With telephone polls conducted before the 1977 and
1980 elections the "no answer/can’t say" was allocated to the L-NP vote, ie. the telephone polls
were ALP biased!

When the results were analysed from the 1988 Victorian, 1989 South Australian, 1989
Queensland and 1991 NSW State elections, similar telephone poll biases were found.

In the 1988 Victorian State election the telephone polls (Newspoll, AGB and Saulwick) showed
the ALP would win. Because of this it is to be believed most electors would have thought this.

Although the ALP won, all polls overestimated the ALP vote. The range was Morgan, a low
0.4%, AGB 1.4% and Saulwick 1.4% and Newspoll 3.4% (See Appendix 9). )
_ -
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The Securities Institute of Australia ' 4
Why is the Election Close?

In the 1989 South Australian State election both the Morgan Poll and Newspoll telephone polls
showed a swing to the L-NP in the last week (it is to be believed most electors would have
thought this). However, both polls underestimated the ALP vote - Morgan by 1.6% and
Newspoll by 2.6% (See Appendix 10).

In the 1989 Queensland State election all polls showed the ALP would win and most electors
believed this (57%). However, all polls underestimated the L-NP vote. The range was
Newspoll a low 0.3%, Morgan 2.8%, AGB and Saulwick 5.8% and Kenning 6.8% (See
Appendix 11). -

In the 1991 NSW State election telephone polls by Newspoll and Saulwick published 2 weeks’
before the election had L-NP leading by 14% and 16% respectively. Publicity about such a
lead would have meant electors believed the L-NP would win. A telephone Newspoll was the
only poll conducted during the last week. They gave the L-NP an 8% lead which was 2.4%
higher than the L-NP’s actual vote.

U.K. Election

Problems with polling are not unique to Australia. Most polls in the April 1992 U.K. election
were conducted by "face-to-face" interviewing without a "secret ballot" and all underestimated
the Conservative vote by about 4-5% (See Appendix 12). During the weeks leading up to the
UK. election all the polls had Labour in front. Because of this it is to be expected that before
the election a large majority of the electorate believed I.abour would win.

It is interesting to note that in September a U.K. survey company, ICM, used a "secret ballot"
method. Their results showed Labour and Conservatives level-pegging on 38% while Liberal
Democrats on 19%. This result differed from other U.K. polls at the time ~which put Labour
ahead (See Appendix 13). -

U.S. Election

In the month leading up to the U.S. Presidential election, all polls showed a clear Clinton
victory. Because of this it is to be believed that before the election a large majority of
Americans thought Clinton would win.

In the U.S. Presidential election all polls were conducted by telephone. Except for the
"Battleground" poll* they all underestimated the Perot vote and overestimated the Clinton vote
(See Appendix 14).

" The Battleground poll was based on a relatively small sample of 250 'rcgiétcrcd" volers over 4 days. Apart from the sample being small the
results were not shown separately for "likely voters”, Other polls showed "Registered” voters who said they were "not likely™ to vote strongly .

favoured Perot.
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APPENDIX 1

Morgan Poll

(Incorporating the Morgan Gallup Poll)
Measuring Public Opinion For Over 50 Years

Finding No. 2396. Released exclusively on television
on the Seven Network on March 10, 1993.

Election is Close

Following Mr. Keating’s strong performance in Sunday night's TV debate (as measured by
the Perception Monitor of Audience Studies Inc.) the ALP has edged back in front of the
coalition on voting intention, and Mr, Keating's personal approval and preferred Prime
Minister ratings have also improved, according to a special Morgan Poll conducted for the
Seven Network.

Conducted on Monday and Tuesday evening, the poll shows support for the ALP is now
45.5% (up 3% since last Friday/Saturday before the debate) and L-NP support is 45% (down
0.5%). Similar to the run-up to recent State elections the minor party vote is diminishing.
Support for Australian Democrats is 4% (down 0.5%), support for the Greens is 1% (down
0.5%) and 4.5% (down 1.5%) support Independent Candidates and Other Parties.

If this level of support for the ALP holds up they will win Saturday’s election, as the
current two-party preferred vote of 51% ALP to 49% L-NP indicates. However, if Labor's
improved standing over the last two nights is simply a “knee-jerk” reaction to Mr.
Keating's TV debate performance, the Coalition would be expected to recover support over
the next few days. Either way, the election looks set to be very close and decided in a
handful of marginal seats.

Approval of Mr. Keating is up 5% to 38%, while 51% (down 8% of electors disapprove and
11% are undecided.

Dr. Hewson's approval has increased 1% to 47% and his disapproval rating is down 1% to
43%, while 10% remain undecided.

On the question of who would make the better Prime Minister, Mr. Keating (44%, up 5%)

. leads Dr. Hewson (43%, down 4%} by the narrowest of margins, while 13% can't say or

name someone else.

This latest Morgan Poll is from an Australia-wide telephone survey of 1,439 electors on the
evenings of Monday/Tuesday March 8/9, 1993. Electors were asked which party would
receive their first preference at the election for the House of Representatives on March 13.
Of all electors surveyed 6% were undecided or didn't give an answer on voting intention.

The next Morgan Poll will be released on the Seven Network on Friday night. The Morgan
Poll will be conducting an election day survey which will be released on television.

Australian Member of the Gallup International Association



FEDERAL VOTING INTENTION - HOUSE OF REPS (%)

ALP L-NP Dem Greens Others

Election March 24, 1990 394 43.5 11.3
MORGAN POLL
February 6/7, 1993 42.5 44 5
February 13/14 40 46 5
February 20/21 42 43 5
February 27/28 45 42 4
March 5/6 {Telephone) 42.5 45.5 4.5
March 8/2 (Telephone) 45.5 45 4
TWO-PARTY PREFERRED
Election March 24, 1990 49.9 50.1
MORGAN POLL
February 6/7, 1993 50 50
February 13/14 47 53
February 20/21 50 50
February 27/28 53 47
March 5/6 (Telephone) 49 51
March 8/9 (Telephone) 51 49
LEADER RATINGS (%)

KEATING Approve Disapprove

T M T M F
Jan 3-5, 1992 (low) 25 28 22 3o 29 3
Nov 28/Dec 5 (high) 41 45 37 48 46 52
February 13/14,1993 35 38 32 55 35 56
February 20/21 36 40 33 54 52 55
February 27/28 39 42 36 50 51 49
March 5/6 (Telephone) 33 37 30 59 57 61
March 8/9 (Telephone) 38 41 36 51 49 53
HEWSON Approve Disapprove

T M T M F
Jan 3-5, 1992 (high) 62 69 55 23 21 26
Nov 28/Dec 5 (low) 33 34 32 53 56 50
February 13/14,1993 42 45 38 43 42 44
February 20/21 43 48 37 42 41 44
February 27/28 43 44 42 44 45 44
March 5/6 (Telephone) 46 50 42 4 41 46
March 8/9 (Telephone) 47 47 47 43 44 42
BETTER P.M. Keating Hewson

T M F T M F
Jan 11/18, 1992+ 35 87 34 49 51 46
February 13/14,1993 43 46 41 44 44 44
February 20/21 44 47 41 43 44 43
February 27/28 46 47 45 43 45 41
March 5/6 (Telephone; 39 42 36 47 45 49
March 8/9 (Telephone) 44 47 42 43 41 45

* Greatest difference between the two

1.

L H R s 0o

3 4.5
5 5
6
6
5
5 6
4.5
Undecided
T M F
45 43 47
10 g 11
10 7 12
10 8 12
11 7 15
8 6 9
11 10 11
Undecided
T M F
15 10 19
14 10 18
15 13 18
15 11 19
13 11 14
10 9 12
10 9 11
Other/Can’t say
T M F
16 12 20
13 10 15
13 9 16
11 8 14
14 13 15
13 12 13



- Morgan Poll Approval Rating Trends

The following tables compare the current figures with the approval ratings of the leaders before the last 9
Federal elections.

Morgan Poll Approval of Labor Leader

1972 1974 1975 1977 1980 1983 1984 1987 1990 1993
% % % % % % % % % %

5 weeks before 43 47 46 30 40 36# 67 55 51 33

4 weeks before . - 561 389 33 40 53 68 56 44 35
3 weeks before 43 51 38 39 4b 50- 71 56 47 36
2 weeks before 45 H63 35 35 49 54 67 58 49 39
1 week before 48 57 36 36 54 58 67 56 48 33
4 days before - - - - - - - - 50 38
2/3 days before - - - - - - - - 47
Election eve - - - - - - - - 46
Election day - - 36 28 54 55 61 58 -

Morgan Poll Approvai of Liberal Leader

1972 1974 1975 1977 1980 1983 1984 1987 1990 1993
% % % % % % %o % % %

5 weeks before 32 33 33 38 38 36 24 34 25 34
4 weeks before * 29 31 37 3% 39 28 37 28 42
3 weeks before 34 30 34 38 37 3% 29 31 28 43
2 weeks before 3t 31 39 40 3% 39 31 40 29 43
! week before 34 41 40 44 41 36 37 41 29 46
4 days before - - - - - - - - 31 47
2/3 days before - - . - - - - - 30
Election eve . - - .- . - - 33
Election day - - 38 43 40 40 51 44 -

- Not surveyed

# Mr. Hayden's approval the week before he was replaced by Mr. Hawke.



Morgun Poll Federal Voting Intention
State Si. mary mid February - early March

Total QLD NSW VIC TAS SA

Sample (7236)  (1229)  (2451)  (1716) (390) 378
% % % % % %

ALP © 43 39 46 44 44 38.56
L-NP 44.5 47 40 45.5 475 46

Liberal 40 36 36 42 47.5 45.5

National 4.5 11 4 3.5 - 0.5

Democrats 4.5 5 4 4 25 8.5
Greens 3 4 3 1.5 5 2
Others 5 5 7 5 1 5
100 100 100 100 100 100

Note: The ALP now leads the L-NP by 0.5% on overall voting intention.

The Morgan Poll is conducted by the ONLY
Australian member of the Gallup International Association.
No other public opinion poll taken in Australia
has this qualification.

672

38

498.5

47

2.5

Finding No. 2396 is taken from Computer Reports No. 1207

Rel:Federal_Special _10_3_93



Table 1:

Morgan Poll Voting Intention Trends

The following table compares the present 0.5% ALP lead with the ALP lead before all elections since 1972,

Morgan Poll ALP lead over L-NP

1972 1974 1975 1977 1980 1983 1984 1987 1950 1993
% % % % % % % % % %

5 weeks before 5 -1 4 -7 2 1 16 5 3 -1.5
4 weeks before . - 1 -2 5 . 89 14 4 2 -6
3 weeks before 8 1- -6 4 7 9 15 6 3 -1

2 weeks before B 4 -11 -2 6 10 9 5 5 3

1 week before 8 3 -14 -3 2 11# 11 4 4 -3

4 days before - - - - - - - - -1 0.5
2/3 days before - . - - - - - - -2.5
Election day poil - - 10 -8 1 6 2 2 -2%
Election result +81 +36 -102 -85 -1.2 +59 +26 -03 -4.1

- Not surveyed

¥ Telephone survey on election eve.

# It should be noted that in 1983 a telephone survey conducted by the Morgan Poll the Thursday prior to the
election accurately measured the drop in ALP’s lead from 11% to 7%. This allowed the Morgan Poll prediction
(an ALP lead of 7%) to be the most accurate (within 1.1%; the actual ALP lead was 5.9%).
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All Electors * - Analysis by Federal Voting Intention

Table 2: Feb Feb Feb Aust. Indep/
~2hce 2= 1980 1892 1893 |ALP L-NP Dem. Greens Other Undecided
Most important issues % % % % % % % % %
Reduce unemployment 17 47 56 54 58 59 39 57 45
Cost of Medicare and

health insurance 16 18 21 20 21 30 14 19 12
Do more for needy and aged 16 12 12 15 B 15 7 19 23
More family welfare 14 14 12 15 8 11 15 16 . 8
Total Government Welfare 40 38 39 44 33 48 36 44 39
Promote industry &

business growth 13 25 28 25 32 33 17 20 25
Reduce personal income tax 17 16 12 13 13- °5 3 B 19
Reduce tax on

superannuation 10 8 8 9 9 7 3 6 13
Reduce sales tax 5 4 4 3 4 2 7 2 9
Stop capital gains tax 4 4 3 3 2 - 2 6 4
Stop fringe benefits tax 2 2 2 2 2 - - 2 3
Total reduce tax 33 29 24 25 26 12 13 19 27
Reduce the total number

of migrants 10 24 16 16 17 8 11 10 20
Reduce the number

of Asian migrants 9 7 7 9 7 4 11 2 -
Total reduce number

of migrants 18 30 22 22 24 12 19 12 20
Protect the environment 27 20 21 23 14 30 64 | 30 21
Reduce size & cost

of Government 14 18 19 18 20 15 19 17 21

Be tough with unions which

have bad strike records 12 11 12 6 20 4 4 8 12
Reduce inflation 17 10 9 9 9 5 11 11 6
Declining living standards 9 8 8 B 7 10 6 17 11
Reduce interest rates 34 11 7 B 6 g . 12 4
Develop mineral and

natural resources 4 9 8 ] 10 8 - 3 7
Price of petrol 11 7 6 8 7 3 4 4 -
Restrict multinationals 8 7 6 6 5 17 4 8 5
Nuclear Disarmament 7 4 4 5 2 4 17 4 4
Don't export uranium 3 2 2 2 1 2 20 1 -
Total nuclear disarmament/ ,

don’t export uranium 9 5 5 6 3 6 32 4
Freeze wages & salaries 3 5 4 3 5 5 6 3 4
Increase wages & salaries 4 3 3 4 2 2 5 6 7
Cost of airfares within

Australia 5 3 2 2 2 - - - -
Spend more on defence 3 3 2 1 3 7 3 4
Do export uranium 1 1 1 1 2 - - 1 4
Total gave an answer 98 99 98 97 98 100 87 97 93
Can't say 2 1 2 3 2 - 3 3 7

- Not mentioned

Note: Answers add to more than 100% because electors could give more than one response.
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3. All hesitations or concerns in voting for the Labor Party at the coming Federal Election

Ability to reduce unemployment

Ability to manage economy (eg. inflation,
interest rates, fareign debt)

Past record, mismanagement

Total unemployment, economy,
mismanagement

Making too many promises
Too much union control
Paul Keating

Dishonesty and corruption
in Government

Don't trust them, their lack of
credibility

Social policies
(e.g. health, education, welfare)

Time for a change

Standard of living will fall,
cost of living will increase

Their taxation policies

Industrial relations policies

Don’t like Labor Party policies
Party disunity, in-fighting

Don't like the Labor Party

The One Nation economic statement
Other reasons

No hesitations

Can't say

* Less than 0.5%
- Not mentioned

Total
Electors
Feb
1983
%

43

33

26

68
26
23 -

18

16

14

12

11

10

Federal Voting Intention

ALP L.NP Dem. Greens

%

44

23.

14

61
28
16

&

17

12

10

10

%

41

40

36

73

22

30

29

13

23

12

17

11

10

10

13

4

12

Aust.’

%

51

42

26

80

17

13

14

23

12

14

%

27

32

32

62

21

15

25

13

24

15

15

Indep/
Other
%

50

31

15

72
46
20

12

14

20

13

12

Noie:; Reasons add to more than 100% because some electors gave more than one reason.

Undecided
%

35

27

26

49
46
27

12

21

21

10

12



4) All hesitations or concerns in voting for the Liberal-National Coalition at the coming

Federal Election
Total Federal Voting Intention
Electors -
Feb Aust, Indep/
1993 ALP I.LNP Dem. Greens Other Undecided
% % % % % % %
GST, taxation policies 44 63 27 47 44 48 41
The Fightback economicplan 9 1? 6 14 4 5 12
Total GST, Fightback - 47 66 31 51 44 52 45
Ability to reduce unemployment 28 26 29 17 29 32 31
Industrial relations policies will follow -

Kennett's Victorian policies 14 21 ] 30 B 11 17
Industrial relations policies 12 16 10 12 7 8 8
Total Industrial Relations Policies 24 32 18 87 1 19 20
Don't look after workers, favor the rich 21 30 11 17 19 33 31
Making too many promises 20 22 17 22 20 21 25
Don't trust them, won't keep their

promises once in Government 18 27 ] 22 14 30 23
Social policies ,

(e.g. health, education, welfare) 16 18 13 19 19 30 7
Ability to manage economy (eg. inflation,

interest rates, foreign debt) 14 14 13 20 14 19 4
Standard of living will fall,

' cost of living will increase 14 19 10 10 15 22 3
Proposed changes are too drastic 12 14 i1 15 8 5 15
dJohn Hewson 10 14 6 13 13 11 4
Inexperience, their ability to govern 10 8 13 9 . - 8 16
Party disunity, in-fighting 8 9 S 11 12 8
Dishonesty and corruption 8 9 5 B 21 15 18
Don't like L-NP policies 5 12 * 3 8 3 -
Don't like the L-NP 5 10 * 2 4 5 4
Other reasons 4 3 3 7 12 3 -
No hesitations 6 ¥ 12 - - 2

Can't say 2 2 2 3 - 3 8

* Lessthan 0.5%
- Not mentioned

Note: Reasons add to more than 100% because some electors gave more than one reason.
The-Morgan Poll is conducted by the ONLY
Australian member of the Gallup International Association.
No other public opinion poll taken in Australia

has this qualification.

Ref:Voting_Concerns_1_3_93



Expect Unemployment to:

. No change/
Increase Fall Can't say
% % %

Australia:
1975 64 21 15
1976 60 19 21
1977 | 64 20 16
1978 | 73 10 17
1979 69 10 21
1980 ' 67 11 22
Dec

'82 88 5 7
Oct '83 54 23 23
Nov ‘B4 44 30 26
Nov '85 49 27 24
Nov '86 63 13 24
Dec '87 | 59 16 ‘ 25
Nov '88 48 22 30
Nov = '89 - 50 18 32 .
Nov '90 81 10 9
Aug '91 65 17 18
Nov '91 62 22 16
Jul '92 \ 54 24 22
Nov 92 55 22 23
New Zealand:
Aug ‘91 88 6 6
Nov '91 76 11 13

Nov  '92 52 25 23
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* Main Causes of Unem ployment:

World Not
economic © Trade wanting Other
Govt.  pressures Unions towork Emplovers reasons

% % % % % %
Australia: .
1975 . 33 32 - 36 48 8 3
1976 27 25 42 30 10 6
1977 32 - 80 43 36 12 6
1978 41 32 42 36 15 5
1979 40 36 32 30 14 9
1980 36 34 30 29 14 7
Dec '82 37 52 46 24 13 5
Oct '83 21 45 36 28 12 8
Nov '84 16 41 37 30 16 8
Nov '85 21 38 36 35 14 5
Nov . '86 26 45 38 42 15 2
Dec '87 20 4 31 47 12 3
Nov '88 25 31 23 47 15 5
Nov '89 29 35 22 50 14 2
Nov '90 47 47 28 27 11 2
Aug '91 47 49 29 22 10. 3
Nov '91 53 47 26 19 10 2
Jul '92 53 53 32 21 12 3
Nov 92 48 83 26 20 12 3
New Zealand:
Aug ‘91 63 47 11 17 13 2
Nov ‘91 : 66 43 9 18 15 3
Nov '92 59 43 9 17 17 2

* Respondents could give more than one answer.
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Whether Government doing enough to stop unemployment rising:

Not doing Doing
Enough - Enough Can't say

% % %
Australia:
1975 58 35 7
1976 55 35 10
1977 ) 64 27 9
1978 71 20 9
1979 66 24 10
1980 68 22 10
Dec '82 72 19 . 9
Oct ' '83 49 38 13
Nov '84 42 43 15
Nov '85 47 41 12
Nov '86 56 31 13
Dec '87 55 33 12
Nov '88 87 33 10
Nov '89 59 34 7
Nov '90 74 19 7
Aug "9l 73 17 10
Nov '91 78 15 7
Jul 92 75 18 7
Nov 92 75 19 6
New Zealand:
Aug '91 : 84 8 8
Nov ‘91 84 9 7

Nov 92 ‘ 75 14 11
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Job Security:

Present Chance of Don't
_job safe unemployment know

% % %
Australia: )
1975 76 21 3
1976 78 17 5
1977 82 15 3
1978 79 19 2
1979 - 77 20 3
1980 73 23 4
Dec '82 72 25 -3
Oct '83 79 18 3
Nov '84 82 17 1
Nov '85 79 18 3
Nov '86 | 80 17 3
Dec '87 80 18 2
Nov '88 : 81 18 1
Nov '89 82 17 1
Nov ‘90 70 28 2
Aug ‘91 70 28 2
Nov '91 69 27 4
Jul '92 69 29 2
Nov 92 65 ' 32 3
New Zealand:
Aug '91 | 54 41 5
Nov ‘91 60 36 . 4
Nov '92 66 29 5
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Finding a new job if unemployed:

New job : May take Wouldn't look/
guickly longer Don'tknow

%o %0 : %
Australia:
1975 ' 57 - 33 10
1976 ) 57 33 10
1977 55 35 10
1978 50 41 9
1979 54 36 ‘ 10
1980 50 39 11
Dec '82 44 46 10
Oct '83 N 51 41 8
Nov ‘84 61 33 7
Nov '85 . 58 34 8
Nov  '86 61 30 9
Dec '87 65 30 5
Nov  '88 69 26 5
Nov '89 68 26 6
Nov '90 49 45 6
Aug '91 39 53 8
Nov '91 39 53 8
Jul '92 38 53 9
Nov 92 39 54 7
New Zealand:
Aug ‘91 30 58 12
Nov '91 35 54 11

Nov '92 39 a0 11
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Gallup Poll

APPENDIX 2

- . September 1986
Telephone Polls Are Inaccurate

’ ) by Gary Morgan
Managingblrectnrofmehayuorgannesam&ntrel’tymd

Last Wednesday (August 27} The Bulletin's Morgan Gallup Poll and The
Australian’'s Newspoll showed significantly different results. The Morgan
Gallup Poll showed that the L-NP would easily win an election while Newspall
shmdtheALPwimirgwithmmmjcnty. . -

The Morgan Gallup Poll in this issue of the Bulletin {Published Sept. 3) shows

the ALP vote w since the Budget, a.ltlnughtheL—NPwmldstﬂlﬂ.g_if-an
election had been held. This Morgan.Gallup Boll was taken on same weekend

as Newspoll with about the same sample size.

Over the last few months the Australian's Newspoll has often shown results
significantly different from Morgan Gallup Poll results conducted at the same
tima.

To interpret public cpinicn polls, the following should always be considered:

* when the survey was conductsed:

* the methed of intefviem‘.ng {The Morgan Gallup Poll uses fage—to-
face interviews with only 4% undecided. Newspoll uses the telephone
interviewing method with 9% undecided);

* the actual questions;

* the sample gize;

* where the poll was conducted (The Morgan Gallup Poll is Australia-
wide while scme polls cover only Capital Cities).

Over the years, telephone polls for State and Federal Goverrment Houses have
consistently been biased towards the party in offics.

In the U.K., under a nonofficial agreement between market research companies,
it has now been decided to stop publishing telephone polls on voting intention
because of inaccuracy and instability.

Telephone pollsters in Australia refer to the previcus 1984 election as
verification of their accuracy. Although Spectrum (an associate of McNaire
Anderson) in 1984 ocbtained an accurate prediction for the House of
Representatives, Spectmm's estimate of the Senate vote was cne of the most
<naccurate predictions ever published in Australia. :

Australian Member of the Galiup Internationat Association



Senate Estimated for Senate
Election Morgan
Dec. 84 Gallup Spectrum

3 3 3
A.L.P. 42.5 42 35
Liberal/NP 39.8 37 37
Aust. Dem. 7.6 10 14
NDP 6.8 9 11
Others 3.3 1 2 3

The Spectrum estimates of the 1984 House of Representatives vote and Senate
vote were based on answers from telephone interviews with the same sample of
respondents. - The question for the House of Representatives gave a result
which was accurate, while the question for the Senate gave a result which was
inaccurate. Obviously this shows the results of telephone surveys are not
reliable.

Spectrnum's telephone poll result for the House of Representatives was probably
accurate for the 1984 House of Representative vote more by “luck®™ than
"design”.

Poll followers should be suspicicus of political parties quoting polls showing
their party in either a favourable or unfavourable light unless the actual
percentage results are accampanied by details on the method of interviewing,
the actual questions, sample size, where conducted, and which campany actually
did the interviewing. 1In the last few months, Rod Cameron of ANOP, has
mentioned ALP cammissioned polls without giving complete details. Without the
details, it is impossible to accurately assess the validity of the results.

The Morgan Gallup Poll was founded in 194l1. It is published exclusively in
the Bulletin and has the world's best record for accurately predicting
elections. : .



‘Morgan Gallup Poll
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Finding No. 1804 Published
Tne Bulletin, July 15th, 1S87.

CALP weuld win electicon.

ALP ncw lead Iy 4%,

IZ an electicn had bean held last weekend the ALP would have Leen
f2tummed with a slightly increased majority, the Morgan Gallup Boll
Einds- *

T weekend, July 4/5, the ALP lead was raduced 13 ko 4%,
for the ALP was 48% (cown +5%8), Liberal Party sucpers
(unchanged), National Party suopor:s 10.5% (uwp .5%),

ts support 7%, and 1% supported other parties.,

SuToers
was 33.5%
Australian

Last weekend (1 wesk before the July 1l election) the ALP had a lead
of 43 over the L-NP. This is slightly larger than the 2% ALP lead a
week before the 1980 election when the L-NP won, but less than the 11%
ALP lead a week before the 1983 and 1984 elechions.

Qver the last week there was little change in the approval ratincs.
Mr Hawke's approval rating was down 2% to 56%; while Mr Howard's
aoproval rating was up 1% to 413. OF all electors 60% (down 4%) felt
¥r Hawke would be the better Prime Minister, while 28% (wp 3%)
preferred Mr EBoward. : '

This latest Morgan Gallup Poll was conducted July 4/5, when 4,199
electors were interviewed face-to-face and asked which party would
receive their First preference for the Bouse of Representatives. OQf
electors surveyed cnly 3.3% were undecided or didn't give a response.
This figure of 3.3% is significantly lower than that cbtained by other

. Published public cpinien polls conducted by telephcne or door-to—door.

st -
Bouse of Reps. Electiens AlP L-~p Demn, Others

% ) 3 3
1965 Gorton 47.0 43.4 - 8.6
1972 whitlam 49.6 41.5 - 8.9
1874 whitlam ———u—— 49,3 45.7 - S.0
1975 Fraser 42.8 53.0 - 4.2
1877 Fraser 39.6 48.1 = 9.4 2.9
1980 Fraser 45.1 46.3 6.6 2.0
1983 Hawke . - - 49,8 43.6 5.0 1.9
1984 Hawke ~ Cecember 1 47.6 45.0 5.4 2.0

Auzirafian Membar of the Galitsz Intarmational Asesairtiae



Moroan Galhup Polls

after election:

1985
1986
1986

:

1887

Jaruary 26/Feb 2
Jarnary 25/Feb 1
Ausust 9/16
Sentember 13/20
Septamber 27/Cct 4
Ccrober 11./18
Ccocber 25MNov 1
Noverber 8/15
November 22/29
December 6/13
Jamaary 10/17
Jaméary 24/31
rebruary 7/8
February 14/1S
February 21/22
February 28/Mar 1
March 7/14

March 21/22

Mar 28/Apr 4
April 11/18
April 25May 2
May 9/16

May 23/24

May 30/31

June 6/7

June 13/14

June 20,21

June 27/28

Jduly 4/5

ALP L-NP
% Y
50 41
50 42
40 50
42 . 48
41 48
43 47
44 46
44 45
42 48
45 -46
44 47
46 46
41 45
44 46
47 45
47 44
45.5  45.5
45 46
43 48
47 46
49 43
49 44
48 43
47 45
49 44
48 44
49 43
48.5  43.5
48 44

&

33
35
40

40
a8
36
36
40
37
37
37
36
33
31
30
33
33.5
37
35
33
33
34
36
35
34
32
33.5
33.5
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Experimental Australia-wide Telechone Survev now shows similar result

Cn-duly..l,2. and. Julyr.4,5.- the. Morgan Gallup Poll conducted two
experimental Australia-wide telephone surveys. Last weekend's
teleshcne poll showed an ALP vote of 48% (a2 lead of 3.5%).

As stated on mmercus occasions it is believed that telephone surveys
often show unrealistic fluctuations. = Although these fluctuations
sanetimes make it difficult to interpret telephcne poll resslts they
can be used in conjunction with door-te—door surveys .to measure last
minuie changes. For instance, in 1983 the Morgan Gallup Poll
accurately measured (to within 1%) on the Thursday before the electicn
the late swing to the L-NP which resulted in the ALP winning with a 6%
margin instead of the 11% measured cne week before ‘the-election. ~The
prasent 3.5% ALP lead from the experimental taslephone poll is similar
to the ceor-to—door survey conducted by the Morgan Gallup Boll.

The telechcne Morgan Gallup Poll of July 4/5 interviewed an
Australia-wide cross-section of 1,519 electors througheout  all
electoratss. Cnly 4.8% of these interviewed were undecided or did not
give a respense (hicher than the 3.3% achieved in the latesst Morgan
Gallup Poll but lower than that achieved by all other tslephcne
SUIvevs).

The following table shows the results cobtained from the four
experimental telephone polls.

3 3 3
ALP 49.5 50.5 48.0 48.0
Liberal or National 42.5 41.5 44.0 44.5
‘Australian Democrat 5 6 & 8.5
Cthers . 3 2 2 2.0
Total ) 100.0 i00.0 10C.C 100.0
ALP lead by ) :
telephcne interviewing 7 9% 4% 3.5%

The Morgan Gallup Poll is conducted by the GNLY
Australian member of Gallup International Association
No other public opinion poll taken in Australia has

. this qualificaticn.

Finding No. 1604: was taken from Camuter Sheets No. §36




‘ APPENDIX 3

*Comparing Morgan Polls results with Federal Elections fr;m.l 1974 to 1990

I'he Morgan Poll has an unrivalled record of accuracy dating back to 1944. Figures for the last eight Federal elections are
below.

In 1987 the Morgan Poll was the most accurate in predicting the election result. The telephone election day poll was releas
on Channel 2 immediately polling was closed.

In March 1990 the Morgan Poll accurately predicted the Federal election would be close and decided on preferences
Australian Democrats and "Others". The Morgan Poll was the only published poll to show that the L-NP would receive
greater percentage share of the vote than the ALP.

Aust. Error ALP lead on L.-NP Erroron
ALP Dem Lib-NP- Others onALP Morgan Actual ALP lead
Morgan Poll 15/5/74* 49.0 3.0 46.0 2.0 -0.3 +3.0
1974 election result 493 2.3 458 2.6 +3.5 -0.5
Morgan Poll 13/12/75++ 42 .4 1.3 52.5 3.8 -0.4 -10.1
1975 election result 42.8 04 53.0 3.8 -10.2 +0.1
Morgan Poll 10/12/77~+ 40.2 9.0 48.6 2.2 +0.6 -8.4
1877 election result 39.6 9.4 48.1 2.9 -8.5 +0.1
Morgan Poll 11/10/80% 46.5 8.5 44.5 0.5 +1.5 +2.0
Election day Morgan Poll++ 46.3 7.1 44.8 18 +1.2 +1.5 +2.7
1980 election result 45.1 6.6 46.3 2.0 -1.2
#Morgan Poll 3/3/83ttel)** 50.0 6.0 43.0 2.0 +0.5 +7.0
Election day Morgan Poll++ 49.6 5.2 43.9 1.3 +0.1 +5.7 -0.2
1983 election result 49.5 5.0 43.6 1.9 +5.9
Morgan Poll 1/12/84+~ 46.6 6.9 44.7 1.8 -1.0 +1.8
1984 election result 47.6 5.4 45.0 2.0 +26 - 0.7
#Morgan Poll 11/7/87ttel)++ 46.0 7.0 44.0 3.0 +0.2 +2.0
1987 election result 45.8 6.0 45.8 2.4 - +2.0
#Morgan Poll 23/3/90(te])+ 40.0 14.0 42.0 4.0 +0.6 -2.0
1990 election result 39.4 11.3 43.5 5.8 -4.1 +2.1
- Average error 0.6 1.1

* " Week before election

~e Two days before election

+ Election eve using telephone
++ Election day

# Telephone



APPENDIX 4

The March 1990 Federal Election - The Morgan Gallup Poll was the most

accurate Poll

The Morgan Gallup Poll accurately predicted the Federal election would be
ciose and decided on preferences of Australian Democrats and "Others".

The Morgan Gallup Poll was the only published poll to show that the L-NP
would receive a greater percentage share of the vote than the ALP.

The final Morgan Gallup Poll conducted on Friday night, and released by
Nerwork Nine, showed an L-NP lead over the ALP of 2%. The actual L-NP lead
was 3.8%.

. Saulwick inaccurately gave the ALP a lead of 1%.

. AGB:McNair inaccurately gave the ALP a lead of 1%, and

. Newspoll inaccurately gave the ALP a lead of 2%.

1990 Federal Election

last published pre-election polls

1984 1987 1990 Morgan . AGB:McNair

election election election Gallup Poll Newspoll (Mirror/ Saulwick
result result resuit (Nine Network) (Australian) Melb. Herald) (SMH/Age)

Date conducted 23/3/90 20-22/3/90 22/3/90.  23/3/90
% % % %  Diff % Diff % Diff % Diff
ALP 47.6 45.8 39.4 40 +0.6  41.5 +2.1 42 +42.6 40 +0.6
L-NP | 44.7 45.8 43.2 42 -1.2  39.5 -3.7 41 =-2.2 39 -4.2
Aust. Democrats 5.5 6.0 113 14 +2.7  14.0 42.7 13 +1.7 15 +3.7
Others 2.2 2.4 6.1 4 =2.1 5.0 -1.1 4 -2.1 5 -1.1
100.0 100.0  100.0 E ISBTB ' ISB _9_3;
Swing from ALP -1.8 -6.4 -5.8 -4.3 - -3.8 -5.8
AIP lead
over L~NP +2.9 - -3.8 -2 +2 +1 +1

Average % error on
each published figure 1.7 2.4 2.2 2.4

* In the first edition of the Age, Saulwick released: ALP 41%, L-NP 37%,
Australian Democrats 17% and Others 5%. The above figures add to 99%!
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APPENDIX 5

Morgan Poll

(Incorporating the Morgan Gallup Poll)
Measuring Public Opinion For Over 50 Years

Finding No. 2320. Released exclusively on
television on the Seven Network on September 18, 1992,

ALP to Win Queensland Election

Two days before the September 19 election, support for the Queensland ALP is 53% (2.7%
higher than at the 1989 election), National Party support is 22% (down 1.9%, Liberal Party
support is 20% (down 1.9%) and 5% (up 1.1%) support Independent Candidates and Other
Parties. On these figures the ALP will win easily tomorrow, the Channel Seven - Morgan Poll
finds. The minor party vote is lower than in previous polls because Independent and Other
Party Candidates are not standing in 28 of the 89 electorates.

Approval of Mr. Goss is 69% (up 5%), his disapproval is 26% {down 6%) and 5% are undecided.

33% tup 4% to 2 new high) of electors approve of the job Mr. Borbidge is doing as Leader of the
Opposition, 52% (down 2% disapprove and 15% are undecided.

Approval of the Liberal’s Joan Sheldon has dropped 10% since last Thursday to a low 31%,
while 56% (up 2%) disapprove and 13% are undecided. This is most likely in reaction to the
controversial advertising which the Liberal Party has been running in the final weeks of the
campaign.

On the question of better Premier, the trend is similar with preferences for Mrs. Sheldon
dropping 8% to 18% against Mr. Goss' 76% (up 8%). 6% of electors named someone else or
couldn’t say. The Nationals Mr. Borbidge rated 22% (down 3%) against Mr. Goss’ 71% (up 3%)
while 7% named someone else or couldn’t say.

These are the main findings of a special Morgan Poll of 1,077 electors conducted by telephone
on the evenings of September 16-17, 1992

Australian Member of the Gallup International Association



The following table compares this latest Morgan Poll with previous polls and State election results.

Election Result:

November 1980
October 1983

November 1986
December 1989

Morgan Poll:

1990

1991

1992

January-February
March-April
May-June
July-August
September-October
November-December
January-February
March-April
May-June
July-August
September-October
November-December
January-February
March-April
May-June
July-August 25
August 29/Sept 5

September 10 (Teléphone)

September 16-17 (Telephone)

Ref:Appendix 5 - QLD Vote

ALP

%

41.8
44.4
41.8
50.3

55
52
51
49
45
46
47
46.
46
44
46
46
47.5
48
46
49
53
49
53

National

%

27.6
38.9
39.4
23.9

16
12.5
14
14
16
15
15
17.5
17
17
18
18
18
18
18
18
17
20.5
22

Liberal

%

26.9
14.5
16.4
219

22
26.5
26
27
27
27
27
26.5
26
27
24
24
24
23
22
22
19
21.5
20

Others

%

3.7
2.2
2.4
3.9

10
12
12
11
10
11
12
12
12
10.5
11
14
11
11
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APPENDIX 6

Mbrgan Poll

(Incorporating The Morgan Gallup Poll}
Measuring Public Opinion For Over 50 Years

Telephone Polling Fails to Accurately Predict Queensiand Election

Although all polls predicted an ALP win, all seriously overestimated the strength of the
‘ALP victory. The final result showed the ALP lead on the L-NP at 4.2%. Newspoll was
closest to the result but still predicted an ALP lead of 6%, while Morgan placed it at 11%,
AGB: McNair 18% and Quadrant 20%.

Newspoli was the most accurate in predicting the Queensland election with an average
error on each party of 0.6%. The Morgan Poll's average error on each party was 2.2%,
while Quadrant’s average error was 4.4% and AGB: McNair's 5.5%.

Morgan Poll Election Day Survey

On election day, September 19, the Morgan Poll conducted a face-to-face survey with 356
electors, When asking voting intention the Morgan Poll Ballot Box was used.
Respondents were asked to mark a ballot paper and put it in a box. The interviewer didn’t
know how the respondent answered.

The following results were significantly closer to the election outcome than obtained by
the Morgan telephone poll conducted on September 16/17, 1992,

Morgan
Election day
door-to-door poll Election
Including Excluding Result
No Answer No Answer Sept 19
% % - %
ALP 47 49.5 48.3
L-NP 42 44.2 44.1
Others 5 5.3 7.2
No Answer 5
100 100.0

Australian Member of the Gallup International Association



The following table summarises the 1989 and 1992 Queensland election results together with the last
published polis of each polling organisation. .~

Summary of Published Public Opinion Polls

Last Published Pre-election Polls

1889 1992 Morgan Newspoll AGB:McNair Quadrant
election election|(Seven Network) (Australian) (Bulletin) (Herald-Sun)
result result 16-17/8/92 15-17/9/82 15/9/92 13/9/92
% % % Diff % Diff % Diff % Diff
ALP 50.3.  48.7 53 - +4.3 49 --+03 52 +33 -57 -+83
NATIONAL 24.1 23.7 22 -1.7 23 0.7 14 8.7 17 -6.7
LIBERAL 21.1 20.4 20 04 20 04 20  -04 20 0.4
LIB-NAT 45.2 441 42 2.1 43 -1.1 34 -10.1 37 -7.1
OTHERS 4.5 7.2 5 -2.2 8 +08 14 +6.8 5 -2.2
100.0 100.0 100 100 100 99
Swing
from ALP -1.6 +2.9 -1.3 +1.7 +6.7
ALP lead
over LIB-NAT +4.6 +11 +6 +18 +20
Average %error
on each
published figure - 2.2 0.6 5.1 4.4

Rel:Appendiz 6 - QLD Accuracy

Australian Member of the Gallup International Association



APPENDIX 7

VICTORIAN ELECTION MORGAN POLL RESULTS

Indep/ Can’t
ALP L-NP Other Say

September 23/24 Results including Can’t say

{Telephone) (Not published) 32.8 49.7 11.7 5.8
After allocating Can’t say . .
(Published) 35.0 51.0 14.0
September 19/26 Including Can’t say
(Door-to-Door) (used in October 1 release)* 36.2 459 15.3 2.6
September 29 Including Can’t say
(Telephone) (Not published) 31.4 49.1 - 138 5.7
After allocating Can’t say
(Published) 34.0 50.0 16.0
September 30 Including Can’t say
(Telephone) (Not published) 31.2 54.2 10.0 4.6
October 1 Including Can't say
(Telephone) (Not published) 33.6 50.5 12.9 3.0
After allocating Can t say
(Published)* 38.0 48.0 14.0
October 2 Including Can't say
(Telephone)# (Not published) 38.8 46.7 11.6 2.9
October 3 Including Can’t say
(Telephone)# (Not published) 37.2 47.3 10.6 4.9
After allocating Can’t say
(Not Published) 39.0 49.5 11.5

After allocating Can’t say and
allowing for believed telephone “bias”

(Published) 41.0 48.0 11.0
October 3 Including Can’t say ‘
(Door-to-Door}) (Not published) 37.0 49.5 9.1 4.4
After allocating Can't say
{Not published) 38.7 51.7 9.6
October 3 : '
Election Result 38.4 52.0 9.6

“ The figure was published after tabulation on October 2 of the September 19/26 door-to-door survey
using the ballot box. This survey showed the ALP vote was 36.2%, L-NP 45.9%, Other 15.3%, Undecide«
2.6%.

# Telephone guestioning changed on October 2 and October 3.
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Morgan Poll

(Incorporaiing The Morgan Gallup Poll)
Measuring Public Opinion For Over 50 Years

The Victorian Election

The final result showed the L-NP lead on the ALP at 13.6%. A Morgan telephone poll of
1,006 electors predicted an L-NP lead of 7%, while AGB: McNair predicted 105, Newspoll
11.5%, Quadrant 14% and Saulwick 17%.

Newspoll was the most accurate in predicting the Victorian election with an average error
on each party of 1.1%. The Morgan Poll's average error on each party was 2.7%,
Quadrant's was 1.3%, Saulwick's 2.3% and AGB: McNair's .9%.,

Morgan Poll Election Day Door-to-Door Survey

On election day, October 3, the Morgan Poll conducted a door-to-door survey of 560 electors
using a “secret ballot”. The results were extremely close to the election outcome and
significantly more accurate than obtained by the Morgan telephone poll conducted on the
same day.

1988 1992 Morgan
election election Election day
result result door-to-door poll
% % % Diff
ALP 46.6 38.4 38.7 +0.3
L-NP 48.3 52.0 51.7 -0.3
Others 5.1 9.6 9.6 -
100.0 100.0 100.0
Swing from ALP -8.2 -7.9
ALP lead over
L-NP -13.6 -13.0
Average % error
on each published
figure ' - 0.2

Australian Member of the Gallup International Association



The following table summarises the 1988 and 1992 V:ctorlan election results together with the last published
polls of each polling organisation.

Summary of Published Public Opinion Polls

Last Published Pre-election Polls

1988 1992 Morgan* Newspoll AGB:McNair Quadrant Saulwick
election election|(Seven Network) (Australian) {Bulietin) (Herald-Sun) (Age)
result result Oct 3 Sep 29-Oct 1 Sep 4-13 30/9/92 Qct 1l
% % % Diff % Diff % Diff % Diff % Diff
ALP 466 . 384 41 -+26 -40 _+16 35 -34 -39 —+06 35 -3.4
L-NP 48.3 52.0 48 -4.0 51.6 -0.5 45 -7.0 50 2.0 53 +1.0
Others 5.1 9.6 11 +1.4 85 -1.1 20 +104 11 +1.4 12 +24
100.0 100.0 100 100 100 100 100
Swing '
from ALP -8.2 -5.6 -6.6 -11.6 -1.6 -11.8
L-NP lead :
over ALP +13.6 +17 +11.5 +10 +11 +18
Average % error
on each
published figure - 2.7 1.1 6.9 1.3 2.3

* The unreleased Morgan Poll conducted door-to-door on election day used a ballot box and showed ALP
support at 38.7%, L-NP support 51.7% and Others 9.6% - an average percentage error of only 0.2% on the
actual resuit.

Rel:Appendix 7 (part 2) - Vic Accuracy
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APPENDIX 8
Morgan Poll

(Incorporafihg The Morgan Gallup Poll)
Measuring Public Opinion For Over 50 Years

Finding No. 2385 on Accuracy of
Pubiic Opinion Polls in WA

Morgan Poll Most Accurate in
Predicting WA State Election Result

The Morgan Poll was easily the most accurate of all the published WA pre-election polls.
The Morgan Poll's average error on each party was 0.8%, compared with Newspoll's 2.9%
in its poll of fourteen marginal seats and 2.3% for AGB:McNair and Westpoll in their
Statewide polls.

The two-party preferred result was L-NP 55% to ALP 45%. The Morgan Poll, AGB:McNair
and Westpoll all accurately predicted this result,

The Morgan Poll interviewed 604 electors statewide by telephone to obain this result,

compared with telephone interviews of 800 electors by Westpoll, 1,204 by AGB:McNair
and 1,815 by Newspoll.

Australian Member of the Gallup International Association



Summary of Published Public Opinion Pplls for Febi';uary 6, 1993 WA State Election

Election  Election
Result Result
Feb4 Febé
Date: 1889 18993
Sample: % %
L-NP 47.4 49.2
Liberal 42.8° 44.1
National 4.6 5.1
ALP 42.5 37.4
Others 10.1 13.4
100.0 100.0
Swing from
ALP -5.1
L-NP lead
over ALP +11.8
Average % error
on each published
figure -

Last Published Pre-Election Polis

Morgan Poll Westpoll# Newspoll*
(Seven AGB: McNair (West (Weekend
Network) {(Bulletin) Australian) Australian)
Feb 3/4 Jan 28-30 Feb 3 Feb 3/4
(604) (1,204) (800) (1,815)
% Diff % Diff %  Didf % Diff
48 -1.2 50 <+0.8 52 +2.8 515 +4.3
44 - -01 47 +29 47 +29
4 -1.1 3 2.1 5 0.1
30 4186 39 +1.8 39 +1.6 390 -1.4
13 -0.4 11 -24 9 -4.4 95 -2.9
100 100 100.0 100
-3.5 -3.5 -3.5 -6.6
+9.0 +11.0 +13 +12.5
0.8 2.3 2.3 2.9

* Newspoll results based on telephone interviewing in 14 marginal seats. Differences calculated on actual
result in those 14 seats. The swing away from the ALP in those seats was 5.2%, similar to the Statewide swing.

# Published Westpoll results for each party added te 92%, with 8% undecided. In the above table the 92% who
gave a vote have been re-percentaged to 100%.

Ref:Appendix 8 - WA Accuracy
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1988 Victorian State FElection

last published pre—election surveys

March Oct 1
1984 1988 Morgan Saulwick
election election Gallup Poll Newspoll AGB:McNair Age Poll
result result

% . % % Diff. % Diff., &% -Diff. % Diff,
Labor 50.0 , 46.6 47.0 +0.4 50 +3.4 48 +1.4 48 +1.4
Liberal 41.9 40.5  41.5 +1.0 * 39 -1.5 *
National 7.3 7.8 6.5 =-1.3 * 6 -l.8 *
Total L-NP 4-;; 48.3 48.0 =-0.3 :3- :;; 4_; -—3_3 :1: Z
Aust Dem - 1.1 1.0 -0.1 4 +2.9 5 +3.9 5 +3.9
Others 0.8 4.0 4.0 =~ 3 -l.0 3 -1.0 3 =1.0
100.0 100.0 100.0 ﬁ; 'E E
Swing-against Labor -3.4 -3.0 - -2.0 -2.0
Labor lead
over L-NP  +0.8 -1.7 -1.0 +7.0 +3.0 +4.0
Average % error on :
each published figure 0.6 3.2 1.9 2.7

* Obviously measured but not released.

In the 1988 NSW State election the Morgan Gallup Poll showed the final swing
occurred in the last few days of the election campaign.

In the Victorian State election the swing against the ALP was measured by the
Morgan Gallup Poll a week before the election and released in The Bulletin on
Wednesday, September 28. There was no change in voting preference during the
final week. This means that not only did other polls fail to predict the

sxluing_, but they were consistently wrong over the entire week before the

election.




APPENDIX 10 -

The November 1989 South Australian Election

In the 1989 South Australian election the final Morgan Gallup Poll, released
on the Nine Network, estimated correctly tha: the Liberal Party would gain
more votes than the Labor Party, but incorrectly predicted that the- Liberal
Party would win the election. :

An examination of the seats shows .the Liberal and National party won 23
seats, while the Labor Party won 22 seats and was only returned to Government
with the aid of o Independent Labor candidates.

The swing against the South Australian Labor Party was 8.9%. The Morgan
Gallup Poll predicted a 10.5% swing against the Labor Party while Newspoll
predicted the swing would be 11.5%.

Table_5: The 1989 South Australian State Election

Last published

Dec. Nov. 25 pre-election polls
1985 . 1989
election election Morgan Newspoll
result result Gallup Poll Australian
% % % Diff % Diff
Labar* 50.5 41.6 40 -1.6 39 -2.6
Liberal 42.8 44.2 46 +1.8
45 -0.4
National 1.7 1.2 2 +.8
Aust. Democrats 4.2 10.3 10 =0.3 12 +1.7
Cthers ¢.8 2.7 2 =0.7 4 +1.3
100.0 100.0 100 100
Swing against Labor -8.9 -10.5 -11.5
I~NP lead .
aver labor_ -6.0 +3.8 +8.0 +6.0
Average % error on
each published figure 1.0 1.5

* Includes 2 Independent Iabor candidates
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The December 1989 Queensland Election

In the 1989 Queensland election the final Morgan Gallup Poll, released on the
Nine Nerwork, estimated correctly that the Labor Party would receive more
votes than the National and Liberal Parties combined, and would win the
election.

The swing to the Queensland Labor Party was 10.9%. The Morgan Gallup Poll

prediction of a 13.6% swing to the Labor Party was the most accurate of the
five polls which conducted pre-election surveys.

Newspoll under-estimated the swing to the Labor Party bl)é 2.8%, Saulwick
e

over-estimated the swing by 3.7%, AGB:McNair by 4.7% and Kenning by 6.7%.
Table 6: 1989 Queensland State Election
Nov. Dec. 2 Last published pre-election polls

1586 1989 -
election electicn © Morgan Newspoll AGB:McNair Saulwick Kenning
result result* Gallup Poll Australian Courier Mail SMH/Age Sunday Mail

% % % Diff % Diff % Diff % Diff %+ Diff
Labor 39.4 50.3 53 +2.7 47.5 -2.8 55 +4.7 54 +3.7 57 +6.7
Naticnal 41.8 23.9 23 -0.9 25.5+1.6 21 -2.9 21 =-2.9 20 =3.9
Liberal  16.4  21.9 20 =1.9 20.0 -1.9 19 -2.9 19 -2.9 19 -2.9
 Cthers 2.4 3.9 4 +0.1 7.0 +3.1 5+1.1 6 +2.1 4 +0.1
100.0  100.0 100 100.0 100 100 100
Swing to Iabor  410.9  +13.6 +8.1 +15.6 4.6 +17.6
labor lead
over L-NP -18.8 +4.5 +10.0 +2.0 +15.0 +14.0 +18.0

Average % error on
each published fiqure 1.4 2.4 2.9 2.9 3.4

* Election result as at 14/12/89

+ Re—percentaged to exclude 5% undecided

Implications for Media Research, Consumer Research and_Public Attitude Surveys

Using public opinion polls to predict election results is the main way of
assessing the accuracy of market research companies. In this regard, The Roy
Morgan Research Centre's Morgan Gallup Poll has an unnvalled record of
accuracy.

The inaccuracy of AGB:McNair, Newspoll and Saulwick Age Poll should make those
who commission media research, consumer research and public attitude surveys
(which includes the media, companies and government organisations/departments)
more careful with whom they contract. It is obviously in the public's interest

for some market research companies to immediately take steps to improve their
methods.



Industry issues

APPENDIX 12

After the poll is over ...

It made a good story: “Tories defy polisters and pundits to win

overall majority”. But why the sanctimonious outrage:

“Why did

they mislead us so badly? Were they right at any time during the
campaign? Why should we ever beliéve what the pollsters say again?”
Perer Hutton of M ORI gives his opinion

On Friday 10 April as the extent of the Conservative victory
became apparent, the media were right to look back ar the 350
national published poils of the campaign. 39 of which. if converted
into seats. would have most fikely resulted in a hung parliament.
cight of which would have suggested an ourright win for Labour
and just three of which would have yielded an overall majority for
the Conservatives, Even the three exit poils had been presented as
predicting hung parliaments. The ICM poll for SKY/Today/The
Sun. the NOP poll for the BBC and the Harmis poll for ITN
suggested in their accompanving releases that the Conservatives
would get between 298 and 303 searts. Labour would get between
294 and 307 seats and the Liberal Democrats between 18 and 25
seats. Pretty consistent, and pretty wrong.

Orwere they?

In the excitement of Friday morning, it was easy to jump to the
wrong conclusion. To some extent, the polls ar= 2 hostage to their
own past success. In the 13 General Elections since the war, up to
1987 the average error per party of the final polls was only 1.4%
Over 60% of these polls estimated the
Labour and Conservative share of the vote
to within =2%. In the 1970 Election, when
most final polls showed Labour ahead of
the Conservatives just before Ted Heath
swept to victory, the reason given was the
late swing after fieldwork had been com-
pleted over the weekend before poliing
day. The lesson leamed by the pollsters
was to use quota samples and poll up to the
day before. This time there is no ‘fisldwork
finished at the weekend' excuse, Neither
can we hide behind the screen of sample
error. The four polls published on Election Day - MORI in The
Times, Gallup in The Daily Telegraph, NOP in The Independent,
and [CM in The Guardian. plus the final Harnis poll for the Daily
Express, released the night before ~ showed Conservatives with
38-39% of the vote, Labour with 38-—42%, and the Liberal
Democrats with 17-20%. The probability of all these being wrong
if the real share of the vote was as it was on Election Dav is around
160,000 to 1. So either we were all wrong together for a whole host
of ingenious reasons which lay observers, and a few who ought to
Know betuer have propounded ar, maybe, just maybe, they
weren't wrong after all and did accurately reflect public opinion
and voting intention at the time they were taken.

The eve of poll polls showed the Tories at an average 38%,
Labour at 40%. Bu: you have to remember that in order to meet
newspaper deadlines to publish on polling day, interviewing has to
be completed early on Wednesday. One of the five polls, Harris, was
conducted Saturday to Tuesday, three on Tuesdav and Wednesday,
anc one, ICM. was conducted exclusively on Wednesday. Given
that most people vote after midday, the pollsters would have been
asking their voting intention of most of their samples at least 36
hours and, for many, 48 hours or more before they actually voted.

‘The pollsters have
nothing at all to be
ashamed of for the part
they played in tne
democratic process’

NEWSLETTER MAY 1992 o

In other words. they could have had a day or two in which to change
their minds after being polled; two days during which the mamniy
Conservative tabloid press pulled no punches in their desperation
to get the Conservatives elected. and in which the focus of media
attention shifred from the policies. where Labour were relativeiy
strong. to the leaders, where Labour were relauvely weak,

Throughourt the campaign, Major had consistently scored more
highly than Kinnock as the most capable prime minister (MORI/
Sunday Times), as best able w handle Britain's economic
difficulties (Gallup). Moreover, the balance of opinion had
consistently been that they and their families would be worse off
rather than better off under Labour, (Gallup/Telegraph) and two
thirds or more of floaters expected Labour to raise the basic rate
of income tax (MORU/On the Record). When it came to the bailot
box, sufficient floating voters re-appraised their voting intention
and opted for the Conservatives to deliver John Major back into
Downing Street and thereby, they believed. make them materially
better off than with Labour.

Exit polls
But what about the exit polls?

One should not be mislead by the seat
projections. The Harris exit poll - and
Harms have had an exceptionally good
track record in this most difficuit of polling
exercises — ended up with 41% Conserva-
tive, 37% Labour, 18% Lib Dem and 4%
other, an average ervor if only 1% per
party. Had this been converted into seats
using a national uniform swing - the
procedure which has proved the most
accurate in the past ~ rather than assuming variations of swing
across regions and between marginal and non-marginal seats, then
their seat projection would have been a 16-sear overall majority
for the Conservatives - a highly creditable performance.

That leaves the [CM and NOP exit polis. ICM conducted polls
for the Today and Sun newspapers ‘and had to get their results to
their clients for the evening deadline. This meant that they could
not continue polling right up until the polis closed at i0pm.
Indeed, they had to finish by 4pm to get the data back to their
computer in London and analysed - all 25,300 records. This
clearly makes the assumption that those voting after 4pm will vote
in the same pattern as those voting before d4pm. Surprisimly. in
view of the fact that rather over 40% of all votes arc castin the late
afternoon and earty evening, they had good reason, on the basis of
previous exit polls conducted by Harris, to expect that the 4pm
data would be good predictors of the final outcome. However, the
evidence from the Harris and NOP exit polls suggests that this was
not the case in 1992. Rather, the Tories came out in their droves
on the evening of April 9, perhaps spurred on by the thought of a
Labour victory. On that basis, the ICM sample would have had a
skew to Labour.
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Eve of poll poils

Dateof Con Lab LD Other

Company Sponsor  Fisldwork publ % % % % Sample
Hams ITN &~7TApnl EApril 38 40 18 4 2.210
MORI  Times TSAprl 9April 38 39 20 2 1.751
NOP. Independznt/

BBC 7-8 April %April 39 42 17 2 1,746
QGaliup Daily Tel. 7-8 April 9 Apri] 38538 20 3.5 2748 -
1CM Guard BAprik 9Aprit 38 38 20 4 2,186
Finat resubt 428352183 3.7

One cannot blame them for their methadology, Deadlines are
deadiines and we all have 1o rcspond 1o them. 'I'he lesson might be
that in a stmilar situation again it would be wise to continue poIImg
up to 10pm and update the predictions for the later editions, if vou
can get the ciient 1o pay for i1.

So that leaves NOP.

The published NOP poll was underraken in 100 marginals and
also-detected an increasing Tory tumout as the evening progressed.
But we know that in previous elections, the polling in the
marginais has not produced the best basis
for predicting overall sear changes, There
are difficulties in defining marginals - Con/
Lab, Con/Lib Dem. Lab/Con, Lab/Lib
Dem. Lib Dem/Con. Lib Dem/Lab - and
what swing do you take: 5%? 10% and
how do vou treat the three-way marginals?
All this makes it very difficult to know how
best to structure your sample and then to
convert polling results across the marginals
into sears gained and lost. There is no
absotutely 'right’ answer. It is salutary to
reflect on the fact that if just 1.244 conser-
vative voters in the eleven most marginal conservative held
constituencies had cast their votes for the second party, the
Conservatives would have lost their seats majority. Nevertheless,
the NOP survey did pick up the swing to Labour from 1987, albeit
exaggerated; its voting was only two percentage points out on the
Conservative and Labour votes.

The scenario that the polls were by and large right with a very
laie swing to the Conservatives is substantially confirmed by the
findings of two MORI survevs conducted on the Fndav and
Sa:urda_\ following polling day for The Sunday Times and BBC's
On the Record. These went back to around a thousand members
of therr respective panels of electors whe had been interviewed

‘In measuring public
opinion, we are
measuring something
which is inherently
subject to change’

weekly throughout The campaign, the Sunday Times™ panel among
all electors, the On the Record pane! among floating voters.

These not only confirmed a substantial Jast-minute swing to the
Conservatives but also indicated that a combination of pro-Major/
anti-Kinnock, the tax issue and anti-Labour feeling plus a number
of other factors combined to produce the very late Tory swing.
The MORLU/Sunday Times Panel aiso found 8% of voters said they
made up their minds in the last 24 hours. while a Gallup poll
conducted for The Daily Te!egraph on the Friday and Saturdayv
after polling day found 14% who decided how thc\ would vote
‘during the last few days’. Other cvidenee from the MORL/Sunday
Times Panet also suggests that the electorate were far less set in
their voung patterns than elections since 1979,

Swing

One has 1o recognisz, though, that neither thase panels, nor the
Gallup post election poll produced quite the degree of swing
needed to get to the final voring figure. and even Harris. on an
18,000 sample, were still 2% light on the the polls were
consistently underestimating the Tory share throughout. and no
doubt the MRS enquiry will be looking at possible reasons for this.

There are a number of plausible explanations. The tumour was
relatively high at 77%. Were Conservative voters better at turning
out in what was clearly a very close race than Labour and ‘soft’
Liberal Democratic voters? Are refusals
substantially more likely to be Conserva-
tive voters? Did the poll tax evaders fail to
register (despite what they told the inter-
viewers) and were they disproportionately
Labour? At the tims of going to press we
are Jooking at all of these possibilities.

The conclusions? The record of the final
pre-Election poils has been so good at
anticipating the final outcome - the final
MOR] polls in the preceding three General
clcctions. for example, were each within

= of the votes cast for each of the three
main parties — that Journallsts other poiitical commentators and
lay observers have come to expect that they will aiways serve as 2
good 'predictor’ of the final outcome. What happened in the 1992
election should remind us that in measuring pubiic opinion we are
measuring something which is mhcrcnr.l\ sub;cct to change,
pamcuiar]v during a close-fought election campaign. The pollsters
have nothing at alt to be ashamed of for the part they plaved in the
democratic process. As a result, we will no doubt be a little wiser,
a little more cautious in our methodologies. and even more carcful
in the guidance we give to journalists as 1o how they should
interpret the polls,

But I wonder if they™l] want to lisien.

Exit and post election poll swing

Exit Post election
1CMY Harms/ NOP*/ MORY/ Gallup/

Thz Sun, Today ™ BBC Sunday Times Panal Telepraph
Date of poll 84 o/ N4 94 B4 9 =314 1074 7-8/4 10-1114

%o % change Yo % change % % change % % chanae %o % change
Conservative 38 33 0 38 41 +3 39 40 -1 37 0 +3 385 4 +1.5
Labour 38 £ +3 40 36 -4 42 36 -6 39 37 =2 38 7 -1
Liberal Democrats 20 18 -2 18 18 0 17 18 +1 21 20 -1 20 19 -1
Other 4 3 =1 4 5+l 2 5 43 3 3 0 35 4 05
Swing to Con. -1.5 +3.5 +3.5 +2.5 +125

*Not published
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ICM discover secret ballot

By Val Stevenson

The annual 'State of the Nationm' :

poll in September I4s Guardian
showed both Labour and the
Conservanves

level-pegging on

38% and the Liberal Democrats on
19%, percentages which differ °
 from other recent polls which

have put Labour ahead. The poll
was carried out bv ICM under
their new ‘secret ballot’ system,
wherebyv elecrtors are asked to indi-
cate on a baliot paper how they
intend votng. A Gallup spokesper-
son quoted in The Independent
ruled out a similar approach con
grounds of cost. but the same
repor! revealed that MORI was
considering it as one of 2 range of

. possible methodelogical changes.

[CM will now use the method

“routinely for opinion pelling and

will test it out on any by-election
in this parliamentary session.
ICM re-contacted respondents to
their final poll before the last elec-

ton and were able to explain that '
30% of the variation between poll

and result was attributable to a
lare swing. They also found that a
large proporton of those who
refused to say who they would
support subsequently rurned out
to have voted Conservative.

The demographic profile of

ICM’s Nick Sparrow

‘refusers’ = who tended to be older |
and female - is similar to those

who were certain 1o vote but had
not decided how. Both are likelier
than others 10 nominate the
Conservadves as the party with
the best economic policies.

In a split-sample test, ICM ques- :

tioned half the respondents con-

ventionally and used the secret -
ballot on the rest: both halves |

were demographically marched.
Although answers to the other
quesdons were almost identical
for both halves, the voting inten-
don queston differed radicaily:
Conservative voters were up seven
per cent and refusers down six per
cent among those who had been
given ballot papers.

If figures for the final poll
before the election were adjusted
accordingly, ICM argue. the
results would have been much
more accurate: the Conservatives

42% 1acrual result 43%). and

Labour 36% {35%).

The ballot papers coniained -
the names of the main parties: -

Respondents were given a plain

envelope in which to place the |
completed ballot paper. which
" contained the names of the main
* parties. and this was attached 1o |
- the questionnaire. Samples are .

preserved.
analvsed along with the other
questions. Nick Sparrow. MD of
ICM. conceded that refusals
might rise again, but argued “peo-
ple will answer about the most
sensitive subjects if you allow

them 1o do so in a manner where

they don't feel embarrassed.”
So why was admitting to vot-

ing Tory so embarrassing? Nick |

Sparrow suggested the sensivity
might result from the breakdown
in the old class system. In the 1974
and 1983 electoens, voting Labour
was seen as a gaffe. .

In future. those who refuse to
answer even via the ballot paper
will be asked which party has the
best policies for the economy
which. says ICM. is a strong indi-
cator of party preference. When
that question was asked in the
‘State of the Nation' poll. 35% of
the 1,424 adulrs over 18 rated the
Conservarives and 26% Labour.

as the papers are
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US 1992 Presidential Election Poll Predictions

Most polls over-estimated Clinton and under-estimated Perot.

SURVEY

CONDUCTED BY: DATE(S)
Newsweek 28-29/10/92
CﬁS/N&' Times . 29-30710/92
ABC 29-31/10/92
Battleground 31/10-1/11/92 A
CNN/USA Teday 31/10-1/11/92
Lou Harris 30/10-1/11/92
NBC/WSJ 1/11/92

ABC 28/10-1/11/92
Washington Post 28/10-1/11/92
CBS/NY Times 1-2/11/92
CNN/USA Today 1.2/11/92
Lou Harris 2/11/92
Gallup 1-2/11/92

BC, Lou Harris Washington Post & CNN/USA Today results did not show the results for “registered

Result - 43.3% 371.7% 19.0%
SAMPLE CLINTON BUSH PEROT Undecided
SIZE % % % %
1029 “registered voters”+ 43 35 15 7
Excluding “undecided™ 46.2 37.7 16.1
1912 “registeted voters”+ 44 36 17 3
Excluding “undecided” 45.4 37.1 17.5
1369 “likely voters”* 42 37 17 4
excluding “undecided” 43.8 38.5 17.7
250 “registered voters”+

trolling 4-day samplet 40 36 19 5
Excluding "undecided” 42.1 37.9 20.0
2000+ “registered voters” 43 34 16 7
Excluding “undecided” 46.2 36.6 17.2
1579 “likely voters” 44 36 14 6
Excluding “undecided” 46.8 38.3 14.9
1975 “likely voters"™* 43 37 16 4
Excluding "undecided” 44.8 38.5 16.7
1008 “registered voters”+ 44 36 13 5
Excluding “undecided” 46.3 37.9 15.8
9115 “likely voters™* 44 37 16 3
Excluding “undecided"” 45.4 "38.1 16.5
722 “likely voters"* 43 35 16 6 .
Excluding "undecided” 45.8 37.2 17.0
1731 “registered voters™+ 45 37 15 3
Excluding “undecided” 46.4 38.1 15.5
1500+ “likely voters™* 44 37 14 5
Excluding “undecided” 46.3 39.0 14.7
1615 “likely voters™* 44 38 17 1
Excluding “undecided” 44.4 384 17.2
2019 “registered voters” 43 34 16 7
Excluding “undecided” 46.2 36.6 17.2
1589 “likely voters” 44 37 14 5
As released all “undecided”

were added to Clinton 49 37 14
Excluding “undecided” 46.3 39.0 14.7

"BS/NY Times, Battleground, & NBC/WSJ did not show the results for “likely voters”.





