
2015  ELECTION  AND  ITS  AFTERMATH  LAID  BARE!
 

It is a truism:  Oppositions don't win elections, governments lose them.  
We all knock the polls for being so far off the mark in forecasting the outcome 
of the last election.  But how much was their fault?  Firstly, polls can only ever 
measure the existing voter mood and this, they reflected accurately... Former 
Lib-Dems felt betrayed... UKIP supporters scented a breakthrough... The 
Greens were seeking to consolidate and poach disaffected left-wingers...  
While the Scottish Nationalists were riding the crest of a referendum wave... 
Neither of the two main Parties could boast a lead beyond the margin of error. 
 
Where the polls went wrong was in their failure to take proper account of the 
unprecedented volume of 'Don't knows', 'uncertains' and 'refusals', 
plus, strength of intent to go out and vote at all.  The percentage of 
electors who did vote were 66%, and if the referendum-rehearsed Scots are 
removed from the equation, the figure drops to nearer 60%!
 

KEY  FACTOR  NOT  PICKED  UP
 
Subsequent investigation reveals that many of the waiverers who did vote, 
only made up their minds at the last minute, which the polls would never pick 
up - likewise, those too torn to cast their ballot and those too disillusioned by 
the whole rotten system to bother voting - all of which adds significantly to the 
margin of error.  This signals the need for greater depth in discovery and 
analysis.
 
The 'Post Mortem' did little more than identify a 
few questionable imperfections and completely overlooked the key 
determining factor; the waiverers.  In the past, pollsters have got away with 
merely redistributing the 'Don't Knows' proportionately, but, with such a 
pervasive climate of uncertainty, more scientific measures are called for... 
taking careful account of both voter psychology and established behaviour 
patterns.
 

THE ELECTION LABOUR WAS NEVER GOING TO WIN
  
The psychology can be easily summed up by yet more truisms: "Better to stick 
with the devil you know..." and; "Cling onto nurse, for fear of worse"; 
especially apt, when having already downed half the bottle of nasty medicine.  
Which takes us neatly onto voter patterns of the past, because they too very 
much echo our unwillingness to let a job go half done, in that they reflect 
a clear tendency to award governments a second term of office - the last 
deviation from this rule dating way back, over 40 years, to the 'winter of 
discontent'.



 
Add to this Labour's unabated, self-indulgent sniping at its own Leader and 
the only wonder is that the government's majority was not greater!  However, 
General Election polling is set to become redundant; for, as from 
now, THE ELECTION RACE FOR FIRST PAST THE POST IS IMMUTABLY 
FIXED, SO THE WINNER WILL NEVER CHANGE!  The size of the majority 
may alter, but the Party in power will not.
 

WHEN THIRTEEN BELLS TOLL 

Already, with the backing of barely a quarter of the electorate, the Tories have 
managed to secure a slim majority - and that is without its upcoming 
electoral windfall of control over abolition of fifty constituencies and 
mass removals from the voter register, in the knowledge lots of their would-be 
opponents will never bother to re-apply.
 
Today, Labour is hopelessly trapped between a rock and a hard place.  No 
matter which way it twists and turns, it cannot free itself.  Yes, it can boost its 
popularity by compromising its principles here, or moderating its policies 
there.  But, for every handful of former Blair voters it woos back, it will alienate 
at least as many of it's Corbyn re-recruits. 
 
Nothing short of a nationwide revolt can now unseat the Tories and install 
some semblance of democratic accountability.  Unfortunately, what is far more 
on the cards, is a full-scale break-up of the UK, leaving England isolated, 
locked into a cycle of perpetual one Party rule - the Party of the privileged and 
the powerful.  Polls will be pointless, as indeed will protest.  What is more, as 
Government grows ever-more adroit at by-passing Parliament through its 
powers of 'statutory instrument', the need for a majority, much less a coalition 
partner, fades away. 
 
The words of another truism spring irresistibly to mind, relating to "absolute 
power" and Orwell's forebodings of '1984'!
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