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At the beginning of March, Sunday, the 7t there were three polls published, ICM in the
News of the World, BPIXin the Mail on Sunday, and YouGov in the Sunday Times. There
was no statistically significant difference between them. They all had the share of each
party well within the so-called ‘margin of error’.

All three had the Conservatives at 38 per cent, plus or minus two percent. All three had the Labour Party at
33.5 per cent, plus or minus one and one half percent. All three had the Liberal Democrats at 18%, plus or
minus one percent. All were well within recognised statistical limits of sampling tolerance.

Yet the media including the BBC, without exception, misreported them then, because of their reporting the
lead and not the share for each party.

Now, as the election begins, they do it again. The Political Editor of the BBC, Nick Robinson, who should of
all people know better, saying on the Today Programme, on the very day the election is called, “One (poll)
said the Tories are running away with it; the other said Labour would win.”

Wrong.

First, polls taken in the week before the election was called certainly do not in any way forecast what will
happen during a month of election campaigning. They are as | have said hundreds of times in and on the
media, a “snapshot at a point in time, and that time is when they were taken, not a month hence”.

Second, polisters take samples of the British electorate, and are subject to the laws of statistics, usually
estimated, depending on sample size, to within plus or minus three percent.

The table shows just how important it is to report the shares, not just focus on the lead. When will the media
take note of this simple, but very important fact? It is no longer the ‘phoney’ election, it's the real thing.

A further thing this shows, is how, a month apart, the figures are so stable, the Tories up a single point,
Labour down a point and a half, the LibDems up a point.

Date Poll Con Lab LibDem Lead
Published % % % %
Jth March ICM 40 31 18 9
7th barch BRI 36 34 18 2
Jth March Youlsoy 38 33 17 o
Awerage” All 3 38.0 32.5 17.5 5.5

bBth April ICM 37 Ja 21 4
Bth April Cpinium 39 24 17 10
Bth April Y ouls oy 41 31 18 10
Average” All 3 35.0 31.0 18.5 a.0
*tonearest 0.5% Source: Firworcester@yahoo. com
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