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This report has been prepared as an ADS educational and public relations exercise. It has not been designed as an 
advisory tool for business or politicians and we take no responsibility for those who use it for these purposes.  It 
is one of a series of election profiles for Federal and State elections, going back to 1966, some of which are 
available on the ADS website at http://www.elaborate.net.au/Archives/. We thank the late John Lockwood for his 
original work on Federal profiles, and also Dr Quentin Black for his work on state profiles, the Australian Bureau 
of Statistics as the source of original database material, Dr Otto Hellwig of MDS for the HES microsimulation 
modelling and Phil Henry of Business Geographics for research and mapping. The 2012  state election data was 
based on preliminary results available from public sources on March 29, 2012. 
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Background  
 

 
The strongest swings against the ALP in 2012 were from Labor’s own 2009 Labor voters. This swing correlation of minus 0.67 from Labor’s 
Queensland state 2009 support base was even bigger than the swing correlation of minus 0.57 against the NSW ALP from its support base last 
year. In other words, the biggest swings against Labor were in its safest seats.  
 
On Election Day, March 24, Labor lost 15.6 percent of its 2009 primary vote, taking it from 42.3 percent to 26.8 percent. This is more than one 
in three former state Labor voters. Of the 89 seats contested by Labor, the Labor Party did not win more than 50 percent of the primary vote in 
any seat.  The highest primary vote was 47.4 percent in Woodridge, one of the eight seats retained by Labor. 
 
After a notional allocation of preferences by ADS, based on figures available to March 29, it was estimated that the Labor Party lost 12.9 percent 
of its two party preferred votes, taking it from 50 percent in 2009, to 37.1 percent in 2012.  
 
With an average 2PP swing of 12.9 percent, the range of swings was up to 22 percent against Labor in its safer seats. Only one seat had a margin 
bigger than 22 percent in 2009, the above seat of Woodridge.  
 
Having the bigger swings against you in your opponent’s safe seats is something campaign directors favour, or failing that, having the bigger 
swings against you in your safer seats, but in this case, the latter trend only served to lose Labor more of its safer seats further up the pendulum 
and it lost 43 out of the 51 seats held in 2009.  
 
The Liberal National Party Leader Campbell Newman talked about the household economic problems confronted by families, higher prices, 
unemployment, Government waste and argued he would try restore jobs in the core Queensland industries of resources, tourism, agriculture and 
construction. This proved to be a sound strategy and LNP candidates won a net 8.1 percent of the state wide primary votes and 12.9 percent of 
the 2PP votes, winning 46 seats.  
 
Of the minor parties, the Greens suffered a rare reversal of fortune and their primary vote fell one percent, from 8.4 percent to 7.4 percent, while 
the vote for Independents (Others) fell 3.1 percent, from 7.8 percent to 4.7 percent. The Greens won no seats, while the Independents held two 
longer term independent seats of Nicklin and Gladstone.  
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After only a few weeks of campaigning against privatisation, foreign investment, asylum seekers and gay marriage, and with only 76 candidates 
in the 89 seats to pull in the votes, Bob Katter and his Australian Party candidates (KAP) attracted 11.5 percent of the total primary votes, or one 
in eight Queenslanders. As this was KAP’s first election, the vote was also its pro KAP swing as it had no votes to lose.  
 
We know the correlation between the swing to Labor and its 2009 base vote was minus 0.67. This means biggest anti Labor swings were in its 
2009 safe seats. Conversely it means the smallest swings to the LNP were in its safest seats. Let’s look at two examples near the extremes of the 
swing pendulum.  
 
The 2009 safe ALP seat of Ipswich (66.7 percent ALP 2PP) is a major blue collar provincial city on the edge of Brisbane and had a 2PP swing 
against Labor of 20.7 percent and a primary swing against Labor of 29 percent.  
 
Did the former Labor voters of Ipswich respond to Bob Katter’s campaign against the privatisation of the Ipswich Railway workshops? Well 
14.7 percent voted for KAP, while the LNP picked up a primary swing of only 6.7 percent. It seems reasonable to hypothesise here that many 
traditional ALP voting Ipswich blue collar workers angry with the ALP, preferred the KAP as a more acceptable alternative to the LNP. 
Interestingly the Green votes dropped 1.1 percent to 5.6 percent, so the Greens were not seen by blue collar workers as an alternative to Labor.  
 
The safe former National Party of Warrego  (25.7 percent ALP 2PP) is a rural and outback seat with a mix of blue collar and managerial 
agricultural jobs now impacted by conflicts between farmers and coal seam gas explorers. It had a 2PP swing against Labor of only 3.5 percent 
and primary swing of minus 6.3 percent. The KAP picked up 14 percent, while the LNP candidate lost 1.8 percent of his primary vote and the 
Green vote was virtually unchanged. In this case the KAP vote originated in from a mix of Others (down 6.1 percent), the ALP and the LNP. 
 
The profiles below, for primary and 2PP votes show that KAP gained farmers, miners and Howard Battlers from the LNP, particularly in the old 
safe National Party seats, and also young families and blue collar workers from Labor in safe Labor seats.  
 
Labor lost the large group of urban middle white collar workers, predominantly female, to the LNP and these votes in the suburbs and the 
country towns, tended to overshadow the loss of the old National Party voters in more remote areas.  
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Methodology 
  

The analysis takes as its starting point the Elaborate database assembled by the principals of ADS over 38 years of demographic profiling of 
economic, social and political behaviour. Elaborate uses Census and modelled data, from a range of sources, including the Australian Bureau of 
Statistics, Labor Force Statistics, Household Expenditure Surveys, the Australian Taxation Office and Centrelink.   

The Database contains some 650 variables and includes a core of basic variables including Age, Income, Occupation, Industry, Home 
Ownership, Household Type, Mortgage and Rent, Travel to Work, Vehicles, Employment Status, Religion, Internet Use, Current Education, 
Education Level Attained, Field of Study, Qualifications, School fees, Language Spoken at Home, Family Type, Per Capita Income, Debt and 
Assets, and also House and Land values.   

The primary units in the Database are Census Collectors Districts, or CCDs, comprising about 220 household neighbourhoods, which are small 
enough to provide a fine grained demographic picture of Australia, through 38,000 CCDs. Other units include polling booth catchments, 
postcodes, and state and federal electoral boundaries. We always try to use the smallest units we can find, but in federal and state elections, this 
creates problems with the allocation of non-booth votes to spatial boundaries.  

We use SPSS Statistical analysis to compare this Elaborate database, with appropriate dependent variables, in this case, ALP 2PP 2009 and ALP 
2PP 2012 vote and the 2006-2009 2PP swing, as well as the primary vote for Bob Katter’s Australia Party. In the latter case, the primary vote for 
KAP is also its swing and by definition, for its first election, it was all positive, except in those seats where there was no KAP candidate.  These 
correlations provide the basis of the stereotype tables and the correlation charts in the results section below.   

Relevant correlations are then processed in an SPSS package in a Step-Wise Multiple Linear Regression, to generate 
regression equations which use the demographic picture of vote and swing, to predict what level of vote and swing 
there should be in each state seat and also in Queensland Local Government Areas. The difference between the 
predicted and observed votes, the residual, is then calculated to derive a measure of the effectiveness of local 
campaigns and the personal vote of each candidate.  

The regression equations have also been applied to our national database, to calculate the impact the Queensland 
2012 political template would have had on all Australian Federal electorates. This last task was not straightforward, 
but we have been doing it with some success now for some years and we are developing more confidence in its 
relevance to actual outcomes.  
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Stereotypes 
 

Tables1 to 8 below show selected top positive and negative correlations between database variables and political variables in the analysis, with 
the means for each variable for Australia. Each table is a brief snapshot of the party’s typical voter. The Australian means enable the reader to 
gauge the significance of each variable in the stereotype. What we are looking for here is strong correlations with bigger groups. 
 
Correlations are a descriptive tool only, and not necessarily analytical. But they tell you a lot about the parties’ target voters in key seats and if 
they attract the votes of enough of them in key seats, they usually win the election. With 89 pairs the correlation required for a 95 percent 
confidence level is greater than plus or minus 0.21; for 99 percent confidence the correlation required is greater than 0.27.  
 
We are mainly dealing here with 2PP votes and swings, so a negative correlation with the ALP 2PP vote or swing is equal to a positive 
correlation with the LNP 2PP vote or swing, and vice versa.  
 
The first table looks at the 2012 2PP ALP stereotype, shown in column three. We can see that it is strongly correlated with the previous state and 
federal 2PP votes. Voters are creatures of habit and even when there is a huge swing against a major party, what’s left still bears the same 
demographic shape and patterns.  
 
After the political variables, the first demographic variable correlated with the ALP 2PP vote is Rented State. This means seats which contained 
a lot of public housing tenants tended to vote Labor and that public housing was a better guide to this vote than any other variable.  
 
We then see from column four – ALP 2PP Swing 09 to 12 - that all the variables voting for Labor swung against Labor between 2009 and 2012.  
In other words the ALP was losing support from its strongest supporters.  
 
 The stereotype charts show the big swings to the LNP came from 2009 Labor voters who didn’t support the KAP candidates in 2012. A 
schematic of possible political and demographic swings and roundabouts is shown below as Diagram 1.  
 
The KAP candidates won 1980s Labor voting blue collar workers and miners, who became Howard Battlers in the 90s and 00s; and farm 
workers, who identified with their employer to become Country Party voters and then National Party voters. But the move to the Liberal Party 
was one step too far for them. KAP failed to attract much support from inner urban professionals or suburban middle class commuters – or 
indeed voters who had graduated from high school.  
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Table 1. ALP 2012 2PP vote.  
 
This is the stereotype of the typical groups of Labor 
voters in 2012.  As the reader can see, it’s very close to 
the ALP 2012 primary vote, the 2009 2PP vote and the 
federal ALP 2PP votes in 2007 and 2010.  
 
We see younger renters, especially in public housing, 
24-40 year olds, a smattering of small migrant groups 
from Asia/Pacific regions who didn’t attend school. 
These groups overlap the single mums with young kids 
and no cars.  
 
There are male workers in transport and clerical jobs 
and women in public admin jobs. This is pretty sad 
looking shell from the working class, skilled blue collar 
profiles we used to see here from the ALP of the 70s 
and 80s.  
 
Of interest here are the columns showing the 2PP swing 
to Labor and the adjoining column, showing the vote 
(and swing) for the Katter Australia Party or KAP.  
 
Every group but one of what remained of the ALP 
profile in 2009 and 2012 swung against the ALP, 
making the swings against the ALP largest in its safest 
seats and strongest Labor voting suburbs.  
 
Similarly, the vote/swing for KAP was also negative 
for almost all variables here except for the younger 
single mums.  
 
In other words, the fortunes of the ALP and the KAP 
are inextricably linked, both in Qld and nationally.  
 
 

Code
ALP 2PP 
2009

ALP 2PP 
2012

ALP 2PP 
Swing 09 
to 12

KAP 
Primary 
2012

Aust 
Means 
(RHS)

ALP 2PP Qld 2012 0.87 1.00 -0.21 -0.07 37.1
ALP Primary Qld 2012 0.92 0.91 -0.46 -0.35 26.8
ALP 2PP Qld 2009 1.00 0.87 -0.67 -0.27 50.0
ALP 2007 Vote 0.68 0.74 -0.23 -0.15 50.7
ALP 2010 Votes 0.64 0.69 -0.23 -0.10 49.8
Rented State 0.58 0.67 -0.15 -0.03 3.97

p25-34 De Facto 0.44 0.52 -0.10 -0.12 3.2

f30-34 0.48 0.51 -0.18 -0.23 7.07

fPublic admin 0.41 0.51 -0.05 -0.01 6.20

30-34 0.48 0.50 -0.20 -0.31 6.93

35-39 0.43 0.49 -0.13 -0.17 7.21

fPhilippines 0.53 0.47 -0.33 -0.16 0.70

Transport 0.53 0.47 -0.35 -0.05 6.49

fTagalog ex Fil 0.56 0.46 -0.40 -0.22 0.27

fNo school 0.43 0.46 -0.16 -0.03 0.91

fSamoan 0.49 0.46 -0.26 -0.16 0.12

Single Parent kids under 15 0.45 0.46 -0.20 0.06 8.67

f25-29 0.44 0.46 -0.19 -0.27 6.40

Samoan 0.47 0.45 -0.25 -0.16 0.11

Taxi 0.40 0.45 -0.12 -0.23 0.24

No Cars 0.33 0.44 0.01 -0.21 9.53

fSpanish 0.51 0.43 -0.35 -0.47 0.44

25-29 0.43 0.43 -0.21 -0.33 6.46

TAFE 0.51 0.42 -0.36 -0.53 2.10

Tagalog ex Fil 0.46 0.42 -0.27 -0.26 0.17

Clerical & administrative 0.55 0.42 -0.46 -0.66 5.92

Spanish 0.48 0.42 -0.31 -0.45 0.41

p20-24 De Facto 0.36 0.42 -0.09 0.11 1.2

Rented Total 0.34 0.41 -0.06 -0.12 28.55
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Table 2. LNP 2PP Vote or negative ALP 2PP vote.  
 
The point to note here is that the strongest LNP 
voters, or weakest ALP voters, all swung to the ALP. 
This also happened in 2009. So the LNP lost across 
the board support from its heartland voters, two 
elections in a row.  
 
These heartland LNP voters however remained 
dominated by transition to retirement groups, 
spending up big on super investments which many 
would putting into self-managed super funds owning 
rental homes, and money in the bank.  
 
These families – typically married and Anglican - 
tend to be empty nesters whose two or three children 
no longer live at home. How lucky are they?  
 
We are looking at male managers and females with 
an education background. Persons working at home 
tend to be farmers or small business types.  
 
We know from the previous Table and also the other 
data which didn’t make this stereotype but was still 
very significant, that the male managers we are 
looking at here are farmers and private sector 
managers.  
 
The KAP primary column shows many of these 
strong LNP voters, especially the home owning, 
managers working from the same home, voted 
heavily for Bob Katter’s Australia Party.  
 
 

Code
ALP 2PP 
2009

ALP 2PP 
2012

ALP 2PP 
Swing 09 
to 12

KAP 
Primary 
2012

Aust 
Means 
(RHS)

LNP Primary Qld 2012 -0.39 -0.67 -0.24 -0.44 49.6
p55-64 Married -0.61 -0.63 0.27 0.26 9.9

60-64 -0.64 -0.60 0.36 0.27 5.19

f60-64 two kids -0.47 -0.58 0.07 -0.03 2.0

f60-64 -0.59 -0.58 0.30 0.15 4.98

Per Capita Life Ins spend -0.50 -0.58 0.12 -0.14 $104
Fully Owned -0.66 -0.58 0.45 0.24 34.96

f60-64 three kids -0.58 -0.57 0.28 0.20 1.5

Med age -0.59 -0.57 0.30 0.04 37.63

Med age -0.59 -0.57 0.30 0.04 37.63

Per Capita Assets NR Prop -0.63 -0.56 0.40 0.17 $10,773
Managers -0.68 -0.56 0.49 0.35 17.45

f55-59 -0.53 -0.56 0.22 0.02 6.40

p65-74 Married -0.56 -0.54 0.30 0.15 5.9

Per Capita Assets Total -0.62 -0.54 0.40 0.09 $115,576
f65-69 three kids -0.53 -0.54 0.24 0.16 1.2

65-69  -0.61 -0.54 0.40 0.22 4.07

Worked at home -0.68 -0.53 0.55 0.46 6.00

fAnglican -0.50 -0.52 0.21 0.21 19.51

f65-69 two kids -0.47 -0.52 0.15 -0.18 1.3

Anglican -0.50 -0.52 0.21 0.22 18.10

Two Person Home -0.61 -0.52 0.42 0.03 34.45

55-59 -0.57 -0.50 0.37 0.23 6.52

f55-59 two kids -0.38 -0.49 0.03 -0.13 2.8

f70-74 three kids -0.46 -0.48 0.18 -0.02 0.9

f55-59 three kids -0.47 -0.47 0.22 0.24 1.9

70-74 -0.48 -0.47 0.25 0.04 3.20

Per Capita Assets Banks -0.46 -0.46 0.22 -0.19 $21,300
fosfEducation -0.55 -0.46 0.40 0.26 11.81
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Code
ALP 2PP 
2009

ALP 2PP 
2012

ALP 2PP 
Swing 09 
to 12

KAP 
Primary 
2012

Aust 
Means 
(RHS)

Worked at home -0.68 -0.53 0.55 0.46 6.00

fManagers -0.61 -0.44 0.54 0.42 11.13

Rent $100-139 -0.30 -0.03 0.53 0.69 11.11

Mort $250-399 -0.45 -0.24 0.53 0.41 3.09

Agriculture\ forestry & fishing -0.54 -0.36 0.53 0.61 6.77

Managers -0.68 -0.56 0.49 0.35 17.45

fosAgriculture & Environment -0.56 -0.41 0.48 0.41 4.09

Rent $0-49 -0.48 -0.32 0.47 0.58 9.46

Dial up -0.57 -0.43 0.47 0.51 22.56

fAgriculture\ forestry & fishing -0.48 -0.33 0.46 0.58 4.06

Rent $50-99 -0.13 0.14 0.46 0.58 9.10

Year 8 -0.32 -0.11 0.45 0.63 7.55

Mort $400-549 -0.31 -0.11 0.45 0.46 6.11

Fully Owned -0.66 -0.58 0.45 0.24 34.96

Fam $1-149 -0.45 -0.30 0.45 0.42 1.18

Australia -0.35 -0.16 0.44 0.56 71.86

Mort Not Stated -0.54 -0.41 0.44 0.41 9.42

Ave persons a room 0.00 0.30 0.44 0.49 1.08

fosfAgriculture & Environment -0.39 -0.22 0.43 0.57 1.54

KAP Primary Qld 2012 -0.27 -0.07 0.42 1.00 11.7
Two Person Home -0.61 -0.52 0.42 0.03 34.45

Family no kids -0.54 -0.43 0.42 0.05 39.40

Rented NS -0.39 -0.24 0.41 0.54 1.13

Mort $1-249 -0.32 -0.16 0.40 0.24 2.75

65-69  -0.61 -0.54 0.40 0.22 4.07

fosfEducation -0.55 -0.46 0.40 0.26 11.81

No_Internet -0.15 0.07 0.40 0.49 36.19

Per Capita Assets Total -0.62 -0.54 0.40 0.09 $115,576
Per Capita Assets NR Prop -0.63 -0.56 0.40 0.17 $10,773

Table 3. 2PP Swing to ALP or against LNP 
 
Every group swinging to Labor voted against Labor in 
both 06 and 09, and most voted against Labor in 2012, 
so Labor’s last three campaigns have been winning 
over disaffected LNP voters, rather than marginal 
groups or indeed Labor voters.  
 
These earlier swings in 2006 and 2009 have made 
Labor voters out of one group of traditional National 
Party supporters. These are those large, low income, 
rural families who could not afford or obtain an 
internet connection in 2006.  
 
The KAP column shows these Australian born pro 
Labor swingers also swing heavily to Bob Katter.  
 
Basically, the groups swinging to Labor and against the 
LNP in 2012 were traditional Country Party voters, 
who stuck initially with the National Party.  Closer 
links to the Liberal Party have cost the new LNP the 
support of a large numbers of its traditional rural voters 
in the same way Labor’s links with the Greens have 
cost it support from skilled blue collar workers.  
 
We see these are Farmers, working at home, with dial 
up internet. They own their own home, or pay minimal 
rents. As self-employed persons, their nominal incomes 
are low.  
 
They are older, their kids have left home and they have 
been thus able to save for their retirement, with a bias 
towards rental homes.  
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Table 4. Swing towards LNP.  
 
There is a reason why the previous chart showing 
swings against the LNP featured shades of pink and 
light brown, as these are the colours we use to code 
the bottom two quartiles for income related 
variables. They appear because the LNP lost low 
income workers and farmers.  
 
This chart features a lot blue, which we use to code 
the middle classes for income related variables, such 
as income itself, mortgage and rent.  
 
So the LNP swapped a smaller number of farmers 
and low income workers from its safe rural seats, for 
the much bigger prize of the middle classes in 
Labor’s urban heartland seats. The latter trend has 
more than covered the former trend, which we also 
saw in the recent NSW state election.  
 
This chart is very close to the same pro LNP swing 
chart for 2009 and it is dominated by big, 
mainstream, middle class urban groups. We know 
it’s urban because we see the huge broadband group.  
 
These families with broadband include the large 
groups of well paid, clerical and admin workers, with 
a background in management and commerce.  
 
Urban based wholesale workers also featured. These 
families are wealthy enough to send their kids to non 
Govt or private schools charging the highest fees.  
 
Every higher SES urban group swinging to the LNP 
swung against the KAP.  
 

Code
ALP 2PP 
2009

ALP 2PP 
2012

ALP 2PP 
Swing 09 
to 12

KAP 
Primary 
2012

Aust 
Means 
(RHS)

ALP 2PP Qld 2009 1.00 0.87 -0.67 -0.27 50.0
Mort $1400-1599 0.58 0.34 -0.64 -0.44 7.26

fClerical & administrative 0.52 0.28 -0.60 -0.50 23.63

fosfManagement & Commerce 0.39 0.14 -0.56 -0.65 19.66

Broadband 0.36 0.11 -0.53 -0.67 37.33

Med rent 0.24 -0.02 -0.50 -0.71 $192

New Zealand 0.28 0.04 -0.50 -0.49 1.95

$800-999 0.48 0.30 -0.50 -0.19 9.22

Three Person Home 0.44 0.24 -0.49 -0.24 15.47

Fam $1400-1699 0.53 0.37 -0.49 -0.30 7.81

fNew Zealand 0.26 0.02 -0.49 -0.49 1.92

Rent $225-274 0.43 0.25 -0.48 -0.66 14.19

Mort $1600-1999 0.36 0.15 -0.48 -0.65 11.06

fOther 0.31 0.09 -0.47 -0.41 3.36

fWholesale 0.36 0.17 -0.47 -0.47 3.03

Mort $1200-1399 0.44 0.27 -0.46 -0.29 9.58

$1000-1299 0.45 0.28 -0.46 -0.33 9.47

ALP Primary Qld 2012 0.92 0.91 -0.46 -0.35 26.8
Clerical & administrative 0.55 0.42 -0.46 -0.66 5.92

Wholesale 0.52 0.38 -0.46 -0.43 4.91

ALP 07 to 10 Swing 0.51 0.36 -0.46 -0.33 -2.3
fFiji 0.49 0.34 -0.45 -0.44 0.22

Total Non Govt Ed Spend 06_07 0.04 -0.25 -0.45 -0.50 $70,979

Non Govt Sec Fees 06_07 0.18 -0.07 -0.45 -0.63 $4,298

F$600-799 0.50 0.37 -0.44 -0.43 9.42

Rent $275-349 0.14 -0.11 -0.43 -0.62 10.65

fPolish 0.36 0.19 -0.43 -0.60 0.27

Commute two methods 0.43 0.28 -0.43 -0.50 2.37
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Code
ALP 2PP 
2009

ALP 2PP 
2012

ALP 2PP 
Swing 09 
to 12

KAP 
Primary 
2012

Aust 
Means 
(RHS)

KAP Primary Qld 2012 -0.27 -0.07 0.42 1.00 11.7
Rent $100-139 -0.30 -0.03 0.53 0.69 11.11

Year 8 -0.32 -0.11 0.45 0.63 7.55

Mining -0.11 0.00 0.21 0.62 1.89

Commute Other -0.28 -0.12 0.37 0.61 0.77

Agriculture\ forestry & fishing -0.54 -0.36 0.53 0.61 6.77

fLabourers -0.08 0.05 0.24 0.59 9.43

Rent $50-99 -0.13 0.14 0.46 0.58 9.10

Rent $0-49 -0.48 -0.32 0.47 0.58 9.46

fAgriculture\ forestry & fishing -0.48 -0.33 0.46 0.58 4.06

FamInc_All_NS -0.23 -0.07 0.34 0.57 2.28

fosfAgriculture & Environment -0.39 -0.22 0.43 0.57 1.54

Labourers -0.17 -0.02 0.30 0.56 13.41

Rented Other -0.22 -0.12 0.26 0.56 1.89

Year 9 -0.26 -0.16 0.27 0.56 7.43

Australia -0.35 -0.16 0.44 0.56 71.86

Year 10 -0.29 -0.22 0.23 0.55 23.55

f20-24 two kids 0.15 0.20 0.01 0.54 0.3

Machinery operators & drivers 0.13 0.21 0.07 0.54 11.08

Rented NS -0.39 -0.24 0.41 0.54 1.13

f25-29 three kids 0.14 0.24 0.09 0.53 0.4

fTechnicians & trades -0.12 -0.10 0.08 0.52 4.73

Commute NS -0.16 -0.09 0.19 0.52 1.89

FamInc_Part_Inc -0.19 -0.09 0.24 0.51 10.36

Dial up -0.57 -0.43 0.47 0.51 22.56

f30-34 three kids -0.08 0.00 0.14 0.51 0.9

Hours worked NS 0.15 0.12 -0.11 0.51 1.93

fMining -0.06 0.05 0.18 0.50 0.44

Certificate total -0.14 -0.11 0.11 0.50 42.92

Table 5. The KAP primary vote.  
 
The KAP vote (and swing) was led by lower SES 
rural voters who also preferenced strongly to the 
LNP.  
 
In terms of industry, we have the Agricultural 
workers, which have been lost progressively by the 
National Party and LNP over the past three 
Queensland state elections. This has now been 
joined by Miners, a non-urban group which was lost 
by the ALP some time ago.  
 
In terms of occupation, we see blue collar worker 
with all shades of skills, from unskilled Labourers, 
to semi-skilled machinery operators and drivers, to 
skilled tradies with certificate level qualifications.   
 
This occupation section of the chart looks similar to 
the old ALP blue collar profiles we saw when we 
first started profiling it in the 70s, before they began 
fading in the 80s.  
 
The commute to work and hours worked look pretty 
flexible so it seems that many of these workers 
would be drifting into and out of the regular 
workforce.  
 
There are younger families, with children here, as 
well as the huge group of Australian born.   
 
It certainly looks like a stereotype which could 
apply nationally and which, if properly led and not 
bedeviled by One Nation style splits, could be here 
to stay.  
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Code
ALP 2PP 
2009

ALP 2PP 
2012

ALP 2PP 
Swing 09 
to 12

KAP 
Primary 
2012

Aust 
Means 
(RHS)

Med rent 0.24 -0.02 -0.50 -0.71 $192

fosManagement & Commerce 0.15 0.00 -0.30 -0.70 11.03

fFinance 0.38 0.23 -0.41 -0.70 4.06

Sales 0.10 -0.13 -0.39 -0.67 6.58

Broadband 0.36 0.11 -0.53 -0.67 37.33

Non Govt Total Fees 06_07 0.18 -0.03 -0.38 -0.67 $4,032

Finance 0.15 0.06 -0.21 -0.66 2.91

Rent $225-274 0.43 0.25 -0.48 -0.66 14.19

Clerical & administrative 0.55 0.42 -0.46 -0.66 5.92

fosfManagement & Commerce 0.39 0.14 -0.56 -0.65 19.66

Mort $1600-1999 0.36 0.15 -0.48 -0.65 11.06

fosInformation Technology 0.47 0.35 -0.39 -0.64 3.15

Mean House Price 2007 0.11 -0.07 -0.32 -0.64 $392,767
Media 0.26 0.17 -0.25 -0.63 1.91

Year 12 0.25 0.14 -0.28 -0.63 40.21

Mort $2000-2999 0.11 -0.06 -0.30 -0.63 13.19

Med mortgage 0.12 -0.08 -0.37 -0.63 $1,300

Non Govt Sec Fees 06_07 0.18 -0.07 -0.45 -0.63 $4,298

Rent $275-349 0.14 -0.11 -0.43 -0.62 10.65

Non Govt Prim Fees 06_07 0.03 -0.22 -0.39 -0.62 $2,134

Admin consulting 0.34 0.16 -0.42 -0.62 2.73

fProfessional consulting 0.21 0.17 -0.16 -0.61 6.06

Advanced Diploma 0.02 -0.15 -0.27 -0.61 10.50

fPolish 0.36 0.19 -0.43 -0.60 0.27

Professional consulting 0.15 0.09 -0.16 -0.59 6.26

fosSociety & Culture 0.19 0.14 -0.18 -0.59 5.56

fosCreative Arts 0.26 0.28 -0.10 -0.58 2.18

Real Estate 0.02 -0.16 -0.28 -0.58 1.50

Professionals 0.14 0.10 -0.13 -0.57 16.41

Table 6. Stereotype of voters not supporting 
the KAP.  
 
This is a classic liberal (Whig) stereotype of a 
higher SES, professional and middle class, well 
paid, inner urban voter.  
 
It contains professional and admin consultants, 
media and finance industry workers, with a 
background in management and commerce, IT, 
society and culture and the creative arts.  
 
We also see more middle class white collar 
workers in sales and clerical or administrative 
jobs.  
 
Both lots finished high school, have broadband 
in the family home and are sending their 
children to higher fee private schools.  
 
These groups are also appearing in our most 
recent Labour Force profiling as being among 
the higher SES workers who have been losing 
their jobs in the past 18 months, since the 
election of the Gillard/Swan Government.  
 
Some of these groups also appear in our current 
developmental modeling of the Australian Gay 
voter.  
 
It seems reasonable to assume that many voters 
in this group were unenthused by the KAP ads 
against Gay marriage.   
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Code
ALP 2PP 
2009

ALP 2PP 
2012

ALP 2PP 
Swing 09 
to 12

KAP 
Primary 
2012

Aust 
Means 
(RHS)

Swinging 
to KAP but 
not to ALP

Hours worked NS 0.15 0.12 -0.11 0.51 1.93 0.61
f25-29 one kid 0.42 0.34 -0.32 0.24 1.2 0.56
f20-24 two kids 0.15 0.20 0.01 0.54 0.3 0.54
f25-29 two kids 0.24 0.21 -0.16 0.36 0.9 0.51
Machinery operators & drivers 0.13 0.21 0.07 0.54 11.08 0.47
fosEngineering 0.02 0.03 0.00 0.46 28.92 0.46
f25-29 three kids 0.14 0.24 0.09 0.53 0.4 0.44
fTechnicians & trades -0.12 -0.10 0.08 0.52 4.73 0.44
f20-24 one kid 0.32 0.36 -0.08 0.34 0.7 0.42
Family Tax Benefit A 0.12 0.08 -0.12 0.30 12.5 0.42
Six or more Persons 0.18 0.23 -0.01 0.41 3.35 0.42
f30-34 two kids 0.12 0.05 -0.15 0.27 2.1 0.42
f0-4 0.22 0.28 -0.02 0.39 5.93 0.41
Mining -0.11 0.00 0.21 0.62 1.89 0.41
Family Tax Benefit B 0.18 0.14 -0.15 0.26 9.3 0.41
Car as passenger 0.33 0.34 -0.13 0.27 5.80 0.41
ALP 2PP Qld 2009 1.00 0.87 -0.67 -0.27 50.0 0.40
F$400-599 0.01 -0.04 -0.09 0.31 15.00 0.40
fCertificate total -0.05 -0.06 0.01 0.40 23.4 0.40
Pred Arrears Mar 11 -0.09 -0.14 -0.04 0.36 1.4 0.40
Certificate total -0.14 -0.11 0.11 0.50 42.9 0.39
f5-9 -0.07 -0.03 0.09 0.48 6.16 0.39
Five Person Home 0.11 0.01 -0.20 0.18 6.84 0.38
f30-34 three kids -0.08 0.00 0.14 0.51 0.9 0.36
f15-19 one kid 0.24 0.30 -0.03 0.33 0.2 0.36
Year 11 0.11 -0.01 -0.23 0.13 10.18 0.36
fMachinery operators & drivers 0.36 0.36 -0.16 0.19 1.57 0.36
f10-14 -0.12 -0.12 0.06 0.41 6.41 0.36
fLabourers -0.08 0.05 0.24 0.59 9.43 0.36

Table 7. Groups swinging to KAP 
but not to the ALP (far right 
column).  
 
This stereotype is a bit of a who’s 
who of groups which used to be in 
the ALP stereotype when it 
represented skilled blue collar 
working families.  
 
Some of them- like the big groups of 
young mums - are still pro Labor, 
but fading fast.  
 
These groups tended to vote one for 
KAP and then exhausted their vote, 
or failed to preference Labor to the 
same extent that they supported 
KAP.  
 
They are classic, old fashioned blue 
collar workers who used to be rusted 
on Labor voters before the Howard 
Government’s welfare and Labour 
market reforms.  
 
There is now a heavy reliance on 
welfare churn through Family Tax 
benefits and signs that the group is 
doing it tougher than most, in terms 
of their links to mortgage stress in 
the six months to March 11.  
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Code
ALP 2PP 
2009

ALP 2PP 
2012

ALP 2PP 
Swing 09 
to 12

KAP 
Primary 
2012

Aust 
Means 
(RHS)

Lost to 
KAP but 
not ALP

fGraduate Diploma -0.05 0.03 0.14 -0.39 3.4 -0.53
fosfCreative Arts 0.11 0.15 0.00 -0.51 3.52 -0.51
fosCreative Arts 0.26 0.28 -0.10 -0.58 2.18 -0.49
f55-59 no kids -0.17 -0.14 0.12 -0.36 0.8 -0.48
f50-54 no kids -0.04 0.06 0.18 -0.29 1.0 -0.47
Employed part time -0.05 -0.11 -0.08 -0.54 10.84 -0.47
fProfessionals 0.10 0.12 -0.02 -0.48 21.70 -0.46
f60-64 no kids -0.30 -0.23 0.24 -0.21 0.6 -0.46
Per Capita Assets Shares -0.33 -0.36 0.11 -0.34 $6,035 -0.45
fProfessional consulting 0.21 0.17 -0.16 -0.61 6.06 -0.45
Finance 0.15 0.06 -0.21 -0.66 2.91 -0.45
Graduate Diploma 0.10 0.08 -0.09 -0.53 1.8 -0.45
Invest Income Per Cap 06_07 -0.22 -0.27 0.03 -0.41 $3,061 -0.44
fosfArchitecture & Building 0.05 -0.02 -0.12 -0.56 0.68 -0.44
Professionals 0.14 0.10 -0.13 -0.57 16.41 -0.43
Bachelor Degree 0.14 0.09 -0.13 -0.56 16.9 -0.43
Professional consulting 0.15 0.09 -0.16 -0.59 6.26 -0.43
Super & Annuity Income Per Cap 06_07-0.35 -0.40 0.10 -0.33 $1,302 -0.43
fosHealth 0.01 -0.04 -0.07 -0.49 3.29 -0.42
fosSociety & Culture 0.19 0.14 -0.18 -0.59 5.56 -0.42
Per Capita Assets Banks -0.46 -0.46 0.22 -0.19 $21,300 -0.41
Green Primary Qld 2012 0.11 0.07 -0.11 -0.52 7.2 -0.41
fosfHealth -0.44 -0.34 0.36 -0.04 14.26 -0.41
fosfInadequately described 0.06 0.09 0.01 -0.40 1.18 -0.41
fosManagement & Commerce 0.15 0.00 -0.30 -0.70 11.03 -0.40
Unincorp Income Per Cap 06_07 -0.39 -0.38 0.19 -0.21 $4,686 -0.40
Mort $3000+ -0.11 -0.20 -0.08 -0.48 7.23 -0.40
SES 0.08 0.01 -0.15 -0.54 96.5 -0.40
Credit Card Debt Per Cap 06_07 -0.09 -0.17 -0.08 -0.47 $1,852 -0.39

Table 8. Groups swinging to ALP but 
not to KAP.   
 
These groups look very similar to the 
Whig liberals in Table 6 for a reason …. 
All of them failed to support the KAP.  
 
All of them were much more likely to be 
found living in suburbs swinging to 
Labor after preferences, rather than 
swinging to KAP candidates.  
 
These groups feature in our development 
modeling of the Australian gay voter 
and also in Roy Morgan research of 
130,000 Australians which found 72 
percent disagreed with the statement “I 
believe homosexuality is immoral”.   
 
The 28% of voters who agreed that 
homosexuality was immoral tend to live 
in Queensland rural seats and were 
targeted by KAP ads against gay 
marriage.  
 
The correlation between our 
development variable for gays and the 
KAP vote was minus 0.54.  
 
Gays didn’t like the ad but they tend to 
be Green inner urban voters and – like 
the Greens – they don’t live in the seats 
targeted by the Katter Australia Party.  
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Variable
ALP 2PP 
2009

ALP 
Primary 
2012

KAP 
Primary 
2012

Green 
Primary 
2012

LNP 
Primary 
2012

Others 
Primary 
2012

2PP ALP 
2012

2PP ALP 
Swing 2009 
to 12

Mean 50.0 26.8 11.7 7.2 49.6 4.5 37.1 -12.9
Std Dev 11.9 9.3 10.1 3.9 10.6 8.2 9.0 6.1
ALP 2PP 2009 1.00 0.92 -0.27 0.11 -0.39 -0.24 0.87 -0.67
ALP Primary 2012 0.92 1.00 -0.35 0.10 -0.40 -0.20 0.91 -0.46
KAP Primary 2012 -0.27 -0.35 1.00 -0.52 -0.44 -0.03 -0.07 0.42
Green Primary 2012 0.11 0.10 -0.52 1.00 0.30 -0.32 0.07 -0.11
LNP Primary 2012 -0.39 -0.40 -0.44 0.30 1.00 -0.45 -0.67 -0.24
Others Primary 2012 -0.24 -0.20 -0.03 -0.32 -0.45 1.00 -0.08 0.35
2PP ALP 2012 0.87 0.91 -0.07 0.07 -0.67 -0.08 1.00 -0.21
2PP ALP Swing 2009 to 12 -0.67 -0.46 0.42 -0.11 -0.24 0.35 -0.21 1.00

Table 9. This table shows means, standard deviations and cross correlations for the major political variables we profiled at the 2012 
Queensland State election. A negative correlation means that, as the vote went up in seats for one, it went down in the same seats for the 
other. A positive correlation means they moved in unison. A primary vote positively linked with the ALP or LNP preferred vote usually 
means the exchange of preferences, irrespective of official how to vote cards.  
 
If we look at the 2PP swing to the ALP column at the far right, we see the strongest swings against the ALP in 2012 were Labor’s own 
heartland Labor voters from 2009. This swing correlation of minus 0.67from Labor’s 2009 support base was even bigger than the swing 
correlation of minus 0.57 against the NSW ALP from its support base last year. Queensland’s Labor leaders were even more disliked by 
their own former supporters than the leaders of NSW Labor which is quite a campaign achievement.  
 
After only a few weeks of campaigning and without a full slate of candidates, KAP candidates attracted nearly 12 percent of the total votes, 
or one in eight Queenslanders. These votes were taken from the LNP, the ALP, and the Greens.   
 
The correlation of plus 0.42 between the KAP primary vote and the 2PP swing to Labor was confirmed by an analysis of a sample of seats: 
the KAP preference vote drifted to Labor in direct proportion to the size of the KAP vote, approaching 45 percent when the KAP primary 
vote exceeded 20 percent in old blue collar Labor seats or old Country Party strongholds. Above this level of course, the KAP becomes a 
serious contender in its own right and the ALP candidates tend to find themselves as the ones being eliminated.  
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Table 10A and 10B. Show the primary swings in the various regions and the correlations between votes for the major political parties 
across the state.  
 
We can see here that Labor actually won some votes from Independents in the 14 mining and agricultural seats, despite the massive 
state wide swings against Labor. The LNP definitely has a future problem here when the tide goes out on its white collar urban gains.  
 
The KAP party candidates also gained most of their votes from the LNP, then Others and then Labor, with the biggest gains in non-
urban areas where the National Party used to be at its strongest.  

SWINGS BY MAJOR GROUPS

ALP Prim 
Swing 09 
to 12

KAP 
Primary 
12 & Sw 
09 to 12

Grn Prim 
Swing 09 
to 12

LNP Prim 
swing 09 
to 12

Other 
Prim 
Swing 09 
to 12

ALP Prim Swing 09 to 12 1.00 -0.04 0.13 -0.12 -0.53
KAP Primary 12 & Sw 09 to 12 -0.04 1.00 -0.10 -0.74 -0.50
Grn Prim Swing 09 to 12 0.13 -0.10 1.00 0.18 -0.34
LNP Prim swing 09 to 12 -0.12 -0.74 0.18 1.00 0.04
Other Prim Swing 09 to 12 -0.53 -0.50 -0.34 0.04 1.00

Seat
Est ALP 
2PP 2009

Est 2PP 
ALP 
March 29 
2012

Est 2PP 
Swing 
2009 to 
March 29 
2012

KAP 
Primary 
March 29

ALP Prim 
Swing 09 
to 12

Grn Prim 
Swing 09 
to 12

LNP Prim 
swing 09 
to 12

Other 
Prim 
Swing 09 
to 12

Inner City 21 54.4 39.5 -14.9 1.4 -13.7 -1.0 13.9 -0.6
Mid Urban 26 49.9 35.7 -14.2 7.3 -15.3 -0.6 11.5 -2.9
Outer Urban 16 52.2 37.2 -15.0 11.9 -17.9 -1.4 8.1 -1.4
Provincial City 12 47.3 37.2 -10.1 18.3 -16.6 -2.3 1.9 -1.3
Mining & Ag 14 43.7 35.7 -8.0 29.7 -14.8 -1.4 -1.9 -11.5
Averages 50.0 37.1 -12.9 11.7 -15.5 -1.2 8.0 -3.2
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Correlation charts 
 
The correlation charts below show the strength of the relationship between votes and the Elaborate Database, for most of the 650 variables, 
presented in various categories, starting with Current Education.  
 
The first set of charts show primary vote swings between the major parties and these primary vote swings are a better guide to outcomes for the 
non-urban areas, where many Labor candidates were eliminated from the final count by KAP candidates.  
 
The 2PP charts are in standard excel format, with correlations for the ALP 2PP votes shown in light pink bars or lines, with the 2PP 2009-2012 
Swing shown in brown. The KAP primary vote is shown in Gold. The Australian means for each corresponding variable are shown below in 
yellow, with the relevant figure on the right axis.  

Correlation charts should be read the same way as the worm debating chart – the zero line is neutral and the score heightens as the correlation 
increases its distance above or below the zero line. Correlations above the line indicate a positive relationship and correlations below the line 
show a negative relationship. The significance levels vary according to the number of pairs and we would advise the reader not to get too excited 
about any correlations below plus or minus .21. Any correlation for a large group above plus or minus 0.26 has only a one percent chance of 
being a statistical fluke, so these are worth a closer look.  

The reader should be cautious about high correlations from variables with a very low mean, from the more esoteric religions, or unusual 
countries of birth or languages spoken at home. This is an arbitrary call, but, if it’s less than about half of one percent of the population, it’s 
usually pretty meaningless. In summary, we are looking in the charts for longer vertical bars or trend lines, above or below 0.21, 
consistent patterns across each chart and big population numbers.   
 
The descriptive information for each chart will tend to be found in the explanatory boxes within the charts themselves.  
 
If the stereotype tables are snapshots, the following charts can be seen as small pictures, which can then be combined to make up a fine-grained 
demographic portrait of each political variable under scrutiny. We emphasize that we’re looking here at what happened to the actual votes, in 
terms of who lived in what area, we’re not looking survey results from an opinion poll. So causality has to be inferred. But at least we know 
we’re dealing with the total population rather than a sample, and we are able to break it up into credible and reasonably objective units for 
preliminary analysis and subsequent attitudinal research. 
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Education charts 
 

This sector was a political train wreck for Labor in 2012. There were big swings to the KAP 
from state school parents, but little of this spilled over to the ALP, which also lost support 
from parents of independent school parents, TAFE students and university students.  
 
Labor’s positive profile from the Catholic school sector survived, unless it was a higher fee 
non systemic Catholic school, in which case it also crashed, along with higher fee Independent 
school parents and parents who sent their kids to high SES Govt schools. Basically, the swing 
against the ALP increased in proportion to the amount spent by parents on school fees or 
costs, whatever the sector.  
 
Before school leaving ages were raised in Queensland, country kids tended to leave school at 
Year 8, which was then called the Scholarship Exam, because if you wanted to go to high 
school, it helped if you won a scholarship of some sort.  
 
Working class kids from families where dad was a tradesman tended to leave school at Year 
10, which was called the Junior Exam and only those kids of middle class or professional 
families went on complete Year 12 which was called matriculation and the smarter or richer 
one went on to University, while those not so lucky got a job in the local bank or tried to find a 

cadetship in courses like Engineering or Journalism.  
 
These older cohorts are frozen in time in the profiles and they showed up clearly here and in the age charts, below.  
 
The Year 8s swung heavily to KAP and preferenced to Labor. These adults wound up in agriculture or urban unskilled blue collar jobs.  
 
The Year 10s in more skilled blue collar jobs swung to KAP and were less likely to preference to Labor.  
 
The Year 12s – now four in ten adults - wanted nothing to do with Labor or KAP went straight to the Liberals.  
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These trends were confirmed in the Qualifications chart for men, showing big swings against Labor from graduates and big swings to KAP from 
the four in ten adults blue collar adults with certificate based trade qualifications or the one in five with no qualifications who left school at Year 
8. Among men, there were some preferences to Labor from the last two groups. But, among women, Labor won nothing from KAP preferences 
from blue collar certificate holders or those with no Qualifications, but there were big swings against Labor from the large group of female 
graduates, now one in four women and growing fast.  
 
For fields of study, the KAP won big swings from the big group of men trained in Engineering (mainly blue collar TAFE certificates) and none 
of this was passed on to Labor in preferences. However, the group of men trained in Agriculture swung heavily to KAP and preferenced strongly 
to Labor. The old Country Party base left the LNP in the same way that the old Whitlam group of skilled blue collar men has left the Labor 
Party.  
 
For women educated in Agriculture (&Environment), the swings were also to KAP in primary terms and to Labor after preferences, the same as 
for men. Females with educational backgrounds did the same.  
 
Women educated in health courses went straight to Katter’s party and then exhausted their preferences,  leaving no net gains for Labor after 
preferences.  
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Age and Income charts 
 

For the Age and Income charts, we saw KAP picking up big swings from parents of school age children and men aged 40 to 65 and this support 
tapered off with age. Some of these older KAP voters preferenced to Labor, but not the parents of school age children.  
 
The ALP picked up a lot of the KAP primary vote in preferences for persons 40 to 65 and then this too tapered off. 
 
For women the Age chart was similar, but there were signs of decent 2PP gains for Labor from transition to retirement age groups, which may 
have come from the Greens, rather than from KAP. We noted this Green One, Labor Two trend during the recent NSW state election from the 
transition to retirement group.  
 
In terms of income for both men and women Labor and the KAP picked up swings from the welfare-linked income groups and this is covered in 
detail, in the welfare chart. Labor also did well, probably via KAP preferences from the second quartile income earners, many of whom would 
be self-employed, former Howard Battlers.  
 
The Labor voting profile for men and women from the big urban based, middle class groups in the third quartile and the bottom end of the top 
quartile was almost wiped out.  
 
The erosion to the Labor base vote was less severe for the small group of very top income earners, typically inner city professionals and 
probably including some of the high HES transition to retirement groups. We suspect that much of this 2PP support would have come via Green 
preferences.  
 
The profile for family incomes was similar, with Labor and KAP picking up votes from farmers and families on welfare, but between the 50th 
percentile and the 85th percentile – working, middle class urban families with little access to means tested Government transfer payments, Labor 
was wiped out.  
 
For the top 15 percent of Family Incomes, Labor lost ground, but it wasn’t disastrous.  
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Culture charts 
 
Culturally, in terms of birthplace, religion and language, the KAP profile was close to the 
Queensland One Nation profile of 1998. As former National Party Premier Rob Borbidge 
observed, KAP looks a lot like “One Nation with a hat”. But with the Katter profile, we noted a 
fair degree of consistent sympathy from Indigenous Australians. So, the man with the white hat, 
a former state Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, performed well from this remote area group and 
could perform as well in the upcoming NT elections.  
 
KAP received strong support from Australian born men and women and passed this onto Labor 
in preferences. But KAP and 2PP Labor received no significant swings from any ethnic group 
not born in Australia, locking them out of any major gains in urban areas, where migrants tend to 
live. This polarisation was less severe among female voters.  
 
English speaking voters who tend to dominate in rural and remote Australian seats, swung to 
KAP and Labor. The same can be said for Indigenous Australians speaking traditional languages, 
although the trend was not as strong.  
 
When it came to religion, the more conservative and rural Anglicans, Lutherans, Presbyterians 
and Uniting church followers swung to KAP and to Labor, after preferences. Once again, we 
noted Indigenous Australians with their traditional languages supporting both Katter and Labor, 
although again, the trend was not statistically significant. But it is worth noting, as this group has 
leverage in remote seats currently held by the three major parties.  
 
Labor held its ground with the big Catholic group, consistent with our Current Education chart, 
but lost ground from the bigger group of Agnostics.  
 

 
 
 
 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 47

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 48

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 49

 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 50

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 51

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 52

Occupation and Industry charts 
 
The occupation, industry and employment charts get to the nitty gritty of a political profile and have considerable sway over outcomes in 
individual seats.  
 
For the male occupation chart, KAP candidates performed strongly with managers (who tend to be farmers, senior public servants or employers) 
and with semi-skilled and unskilled blue collar workers in the cities, but not with urban based professionals, white collar sales or clerical 
workers.   
 
The ALP gained some of these votes after preferences from managers and unskilled blue collar workers, but Labor’s primary vote bombed with 
both clerical and sales groups and with few KAP preferences, the ALP 2PP vote fell dramatically.  
 
The KAP profile here is very close to the One Nation profile of 1998 and clearly bled potential blue collar gains off the LNP, and leaked them 
back to Labor, helping Labor win Bundamba and Rockhampton.   
 
For the female occupation chart, KAP was helped by ALP preferences from managers in what look increasingly like rural seats.  KAP also 
performed well in blue collar regions like Ipswich, with skilled and unskilled blue collar females, but badly with inner urban professionals. The 
ALP copped an absolute hammering here from the very big urban groups of female clerical and sales workers.  
 
The KAP appears to have assisted Labor to retain its Ipswich seats and Rockhampton by intercepting blue collar votes lost by Labor that would 
otherwise have been gained by the Liberals, and leaking back one in three to Labor.  
 
In terms of the male industry chart, KAP performed spectacularly well in former National Party areas dominated by farmers, miners and utility 
workers. There was also a small but significant gain from public servants.  The KAP propped up the ALP rural vote, especially with miners, 
where the ALP otherwise went backwards on the primary vote. Both ALP and KAP failed across all other industries, especially with media, 
finance, consulting and manufacturing, where protectionist policies are clearly not working if the jobs keep disappearing.  
 
The KAP picked up support from the former National Party demographic stronghold of female farmers and miners and leaked preferences to 
Labor, especially from miners.  Without this support the ALP would not have won Mackay or Mulgrave.  Despite failing to win support from 
parents of school children, the ALP won some support from female teachers. Labor suffered big swings from women in manufacturing, 
wholesale, media, finance, real estate and professional and admin consulting. 
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Home and Work charts 
 
The web connection chart is based on 2006 Census figures which have since changed significantly with the spread of broadband, but it remains 
an excellent proxy chart which shows what is happening in poorer urban and remote areas with no internet, with middle income urban and 
regional areas with dial up, and with higher SES urban areas with broadband.  
 
The poorer urban/remote areas with no internet swing heavily to both Labor and KAP. The middle income urban and regional areas with dial up 
also swung heavily to Labor and KAP and the higher SES urban areas with broadband – about 40% of homes in 2006 – swung heavily against 
Labor and didn’t even consider the KAP.  
 
With the LNP getting such huge swings across middle class Australian homes, the trend against the LNP in its former rural strongholds can be 
ignored for now. But there is no doubt that it occurred in Queensland in 2012, as it did in NSW in 2011 and that the Coalition has a problem with 
the National Party base vote, just as Labor does with the erosion of its former inner urban vote, now being cannibalised by the Greens.  
 
The commute to work charts showed big swings to the LNP from urban public transport users and the huge middle and outer urban group of 
self-driving car commuters (57% of all commuters).  
 
The much smaller groups of tradies and blue collar workers commuting to the job by truck or motorbike swung to KAP and, to a lesser extent, 
preferenced to Labor. The farmers and small business persons who walked to work or worked at home, swung strongly to KAP and Labor, after 
preferences.  
 
In terms of housing tenure, the ALP and KAP made big gains from older, rural home owners, while the KAP made even bigger gains from 
farmers, miners and retirees in subsidised rentals, passing many of these votes onto the ALP in older, rural seats like Mackay and Mulgrave.  
 
The LNP won votes in the outer suburbs, from family home buyers and in the inner suburbs, from younger renters.  
 
Mortgage and rental profiles showed both KAP and the ALP doing well among those with lower housing costs and very poorly indeed from 
higher SES home buyers, who swarmed to the LNP.  
 
The more cars you had parked in the family garage, the more likely you were to vote for Bob Katter. Car numbers tend to increase in outer urban 
and rural homes. 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 60

 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 61

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 62

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 63

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 64

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 65

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 66

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 67

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 68

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 69

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 70

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 71

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 72

 



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 73

Family demographic and economic charts 
 
 
Young married couples, traditionally strong supporters of Labor, swung heavily to the LNP, while older couples, from 35 to 75, traditionally 
strong conservatives, swung heavily to the ALP and KAP, and by the looks of the charts, cheerfully exchanged preferences where they actually 
allocated them, under the optional preferential system.  
 
The ALP performed much better than in 2009, among its traditionally weaker group of older families, with no kids at home, but lost support 
among its stronger 2009 groups, like single parents or young parents of one or two children.  KAP performed much better among parents of 
younger families, with children under 15, than the ALP.   
 
When we drilled down into family structures and looked at the age of mothers, by the number of children, we saw more clearly that young 
mothers, who would normally vote Labor, loved Bob Katter and his party in the city and in the bush, but they did not preference to the ALP.  
 
Young professional women of the same age, with no children, who normally vote Labor or Green, also swung heavily towards the LNP. By the 
time they reach their mid-thirties, many of these professional women have had one child, and then they still swung heavily to LNP.  
 
Their vote did not appear to be so much about their age and family type, but about their profession, their education and their income, and also 
perhaps their liberal attitudes towards gay marriage, asylum seekers, foreign investment and privatisation.  
 
As women age, they tend to vote conservative, irrespective of the number of children.  For these mothers however, in 2012, the more children 
they had, the more likely they were to vote for both KAP and the ALP.  This is what appears to have lifted the ALP/KAP vote in older, 
conservative rural areas.  
 
The Family budget chart is devastating for Labor. It is a very simple chart: the more money a family earned and paid for housing costs, the more 
likely they were to change their vote from Labor to the LNP.  These swings were so significant, that the high average income ALP family base 
vote in Queensland has been statistically destroyed overnight.  
 
When we look further into income, by dissecting it into sources of income, we see the higher income swing against the ALP was mainly 
confined to the big group of PAYE wage and salary earners, while many unincorporated small businesses swung to Labor - but didn't preference 
to KAP.  Home buyers carrying lots of mortgage debt swung against the ALP.  
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Generally speaking, those living on welfare payments tended to swing towards the KAP, lifting the ALP preferred vote. Some, like aged 
pensioners, former strong National Party voters, swung to the ALP but not to the KAP.  
 
The KAP clearly won some support here from the ALP among its mainstream welfare voters, while the ALP has won support from the 
Coalition, among aged pensioners.  
 
When we look closely at Assets, we found the ALP picked up 2PP swings from conservative voters transitioning to retirement, with high levels 
of per capita assets, including assets in Non-Residential property. This is the same group which defied the trend in NSW and also swung to 
Labor, via Green preferences. As we observed re the NSW elections on a similar chart, the ALP campaign against giving the LNP a blank 
cheque worked well with those groups who can afford to sign them.  
 
Final charts for previous state and federal votes show that the negative correlation between the ALP 2PP 09-12 swing and the ALP 2PP 2009 
vote was the strongest negative correlation of the entire database.  
 
The anti-Labor swing was led by Labor's own heartland voters, even more so than in NSW last year. The only thing that saved Labor from an 
even worse defeat in its rural and blue collar seats was the leaked preferences from KAP and minor parties which polled 16.2 percent in total, 
compared to Labor's primary vote of 26.8 and the Greens 7.2.  
 
The State ALP lost support from the Rudd 2007 demographic and those KathnKim voters who swung to Gillard in 2010, deserted Labor in large 
numbers. The Federal 2010 Green voters also deserted State Labor in 2012 and didn't bother with the KAP.  
 
It is this round robin of primary votes which is threatening the value of the traditional 2PP pendulum as a predictive device. The Greens have 
been progressively cannibalizing the ALP primary vote and now the Katter Australian Party is doing the same to the Coalition.  
 
On these Queensland figures, we will start to see “safe” Coalition rural seats lost to the Australian Party and “safe” Labor inner city seats lost to 
the Greens, especially with Labor relegated to third place in these three cornered contests, producing a residual doughnut of seats for Labor, 
circling clusters of Green capital city seats.  
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Generally anyone with a lot of income or debt didn’t find the economic populism of the 
KAP very appealing and here in the longer term, the new Australian Party will be asked 
the same sort of questions on economic management which completely overcame One 
Nation.  
 
In the meantime however it has performed so well among the less well educated, older, 
poorer voters that it effectively cannibalized the old National Party demographic 
overnight and is a serious threat, in theory at least, to the country Independents like 
Tony Windsor and Rob Oakeshott, as well as, of course, the new federal National Party 
Member for O’Connor Tony Crook.  
 
It remains the case that – despite huge statewide swings in its favour, including big 
swings from higher income wage earners living in expensive homes – the LNP failed to 
pick up support from the unincorporated self-employed, especially if these self-
employed were transitioning to retirement with extensive per capita assets, in the banks 
or in non-residential property.  
 
These groups laughed off the economic populism of the Australian Party and swung 
directly to Labor. As this is a trend in two consecutive State elections, it follows that 
Federal factors are responsible. Either that or they are miners.  
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Regression Analysis 
 

Two major political variables from the 2012 State election were profiled. First, the estimated 2012 State 2PP ALP vote on March 29 was 
modelled against the 650 political, demographic and economic variables in our database. The model explained some 85 percent of the adjusted 
variance in the State ALP 2PP vote, leaving 15 percent for other factors outside the model, such as the appeal of the candidate or the 
effectiveness of their campaign. We ran three versions to get the best model and the earlier versions increased the variance explained for 
Queensland seats, but this came at the expense of reducing their value as predictors outside Queensland.  
 
The standard error of estimate of the model was 3.5 percent, meaning 68 percent of the observed 2PP ALP votes were within 3.5 percent of the 
model’s prediction. Sitting members tend to record an actual or observed vote three to five percent better than that predicted by the model. 
Country members have more stable populations and their personal votes are often larger than those of urban MPs with a large population 
turnover between elections.  
 
As we are dealing with a closed system, the personal vote for one major candidate is always taken from the vote of the opposing candidate. Two 
party preferred contests are a political match race and there is always a winner and a loser.  
 
The winner receives a positive residual, indicating a better than predicted vote, while the loser gets a negative residual, indicating a worse than 
predicted vote. As we are looking at the ALP preferred vote, we will tend to see Labor sitting members with positive residuals, while the sitting 
LNP members will tend to have negative residuals, which is a measure of their success in keeping the ALP vote down, or the LNP vote up. As 
stated, it is a closed system.  
 
Table 11 shows positive residuals from sitting Labor MPs for Mulgrave and Mackay converted those seats from LNP wins to Labor wins, while 
the loss of the personal vote for the retiring Labor MP for Nudge Neil Roberts, probably cost Labor that seat.  
 
The regression equation featured traditional Labor voting groups such as the 2007 Rudd voters, older couples, lower income groups, parents of 
Catholic students and welfare groups. The damage to the Labor brand in 2012 was so severe that former Labor stalwarts, such as those with 
certificate qualifications were starting in 2012 to appear as negative predictors of the ALP vote.  
 
The model was used to obtain a predicted ALP vote for all 38,000 CCDs in Australia and these were aggregated to obtain means for postcodes, 
Local Government Areas, State Seats and Federal Seats.  



©Copyright Australian Development Strategies 2012 77

We should stress here that the model is based on a notional 2PP count between the LNP and Labor and in 16 out of 89 State seats, this 
was not the case, usually through the elimination of Labor. In some regional and more remote areas where Labor is eliminated from the 
count, these predictions for LGAs or Federal seats do not apply. KAP in fact looks set to retain Kennedy and win the Labor provincial 
seats of Hunter and Capricornia.  
 
The second variable modelled was the primary vote for the Katter Australian Party. For this model, the 13 seats not contested by KAP candidates 
were deleted from the analysis. The model explained 62 percent of the adjusted variance and the Standard Error of the Estimate was 5.9 percent. 
This was not an easy political variable to model and we had to engineer it to ensure we had a good mix of variables covering  the rural and 
provincial city blue collar, Australian born, demographics which characterise the Katter Australian Party voters. We also found some strong 
negative predictors from broadband connections and city based demographics which clearly didn’t like the KAP ads on Gay Marriage.   
 
All profiles have both negative and positive predictors and the KAP was no different in this respect. As with the 2PP ALP 2012 votes, we were 
able to successfully apply the KAP model to all Australian CCDs and average it up to postcodes, Local Government Areas, State seats and 
Federal seats.  
 
The KAP modelling in Table 11 predicts KAP candidates would have polled 12.7 percent of the Queensland primary vote, instead of 115 
percent, if they had candidates in all seats. This is a reasonable pointer to the KAP Senate vote possible at the next Federal Election.  
 
The successful LNP candidate for Dalrymple Shane Knuth, polled an extremely high personal vote of 20.5 percent, to ensure he won his seat.  
 
Given a strong candidate, it would appear that the KAP is a viable chance at winning any seat with a predicted vote of more than 30 percent.  
 
Table 11 is presented below.  
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Seat 

Est ALP 
2PP 
2009 

Est 2PP 
ALP 
March 
29 2012 

Est 
Swing 
2009 to 
March 
29 2012 

Pred 
ALP 2PP 
Mar29 
2012 

Resid 
ALP 2PP 
Mar29 
2012 

KAP 
Primary 
March 
29 

Pred 
KAP Pri 
Mar29 
2012 

Resid 
KAP Pri 
Mar29 
2012 

Albert 56.47 37.90 -18.57 39.3 -1.4 10.9 8.63 2.27 
Algester 59.21 40.40 -18.81 40.1 0.3 8.4 9.30 -0.90 
Ashgrove 57.10 44.10 -13.00 44.2 -0.1 1.5 3.97 -2.47 
Aspley 45.54 28.00 -17.54 26.1 1.9 0.0 7.19 -7.19 
Barron River 52.32 39.50 -12.82 40.1 -0.6 15.9 7.70 8.20 
Beaudesert 41.69 30.43 -11.26 28.4 2.1 26.7 19.54 7.16 
Brisbane Central 55.97 45.90 -10.07 48.7 -2.8 0.0 2.51 -2.51 
Broadwater 52.03 38.70 -13.33 32.9 5.9 5.1 9.46 -4.36 
Buderim 35.72 23.10 -12.62 22.5 0.6 7.7 8.42 -0.72 
Bulimba 57.77 50.40 -7.37 48.0 2.4 0.0 4.48 -4.48 
Bundaberg 43.98 32.20 -11.78 33.8 -1.6 15.5 17.07 -1.57 
Bundamba 71.23 52.10 -19.13 50.4 1.7 8.7 9.01 -0.31 
Burdekin 46.85 32.34 -14.52 36.8 -4.5 26.4 25.68 0.72 
Burleigh 54.90 39.00 -15.90 34.0 5.0 7.0 9.13 -2.13 
Burnett 38.90 32.10 -6.80 29.3 2.8 16.1 18.12 -2.02 
Cairns 54.15 40.80 -13.35 49.4 -8.6 18.8 11.01 7.79 
Callide 30.64 26.73 -3.91 21.4 5.4 27.3 28.26 -0.96 
Caloundra 43.80 28.70 -15.10 28.5 0.2 0.0 11.21 -11.21 
Capalaba 59.67 46.20 -13.47 43.7 2.5 5.8 9.44 -3.64 
Chatsworth 50.14 37.60 -12.54 40.1 -2.5 6.3 5.91 0.39 
Clayfield 44.16 28.70 -15.46 34.5 -5.8 5.9 6.46 -0.56 
Cleveland 49.72 31.60 -18.12 30.7 1.0 0.0 10.97 -10.97 
Condamine 26.80 25.01 -1.79 27.5 -2.5 22.0 19.01 2.99 
Cook 52.24 45.80 -6.44 44.9 0.9 22.6 17.93 4.67 
Coomera 48.09 26.40 -21.69 30.4 -4.0 10.0 9.54 0.46 
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Currumbin 43.11 30.10 -13.01 30.9 -0.8 7.3 9.70 -2.40 
Dalrymple 35.20 33.43 -1.77 33.8 -0.4 55.1 34.61 20.49 
Everton 51.39 37.10 -14.29 39.1 -2.0 3.9 5.93 -2.03 
Ferny Grove 54.49 40.50 -13.99 38.4 2.1 0.0 7.72 -7.72 
Gaven 49.28 31.20 -18.08 35.9 -4.7 9.1 9.28 -0.18 
Gladstone 43.87 36.20 -7.67 39.0 -2.8 8.5 13.89 -5.39 
Glass House 44.19 28.50 -15.69 32.7 -4.2 10.7 15.26 -4.56 
Greenslopes 56.94 48.10 -8.84 45.0 3.1 0.0 6.01 -6.01 
Gregory 35.74 25.60 -10.14 27.5 -1.9 17.0 28.79 -11.79 
Gympie 22.79 27.27 4.48 29.8 -2.6 22.3 20.17 2.13 
Hervey Bay 43.50 30.90 -12.60 31.3 -0.4 12.5 14.80 -2.30 
Hinchinbrook 35.31 31.05 -4.26 36.4 -5.4 35.4 22.12 13.28 
Inala 71.53 57.50 -14.03 54.8 2.7 11.6 12.14 -0.54 
Indooroopilly 44.13 28.30 -15.83 26.9 1.4 0.0 2.67 -2.67 
Ipswich 66.71 46.00 -20.71 43.0 3.0 14.8 10.68 4.12 
Ipswich West 59.55 42.50 -17.05 42.1 0.4 18.5 13.99 4.51 
Kallangur 54.63 37.20 -17.43 40.5 -3.3 11.0 11.09 -0.09 
Kawana 43.07 23.20 -19.87 26.1 -2.9 6.7 8.67 -1.97 
Keppel 57.62 43.80 -13.82 40.0 3.8 15.8 21.22 -5.42 
Lockyer 42.39 30.64 -11.75 33.2 -2.5 24.3 21.60 2.70 
Logan 63.93 45.70 -18.23 40.2 5.6 12.8 14.98 -2.18 
Lytton 62.21 48.90 -13.31 44.8 4.2 6.6 10.14 -3.54 
Mackay 66.72 50.50 -16.22 45.7 4.8 18.8 24.05 -5.25 
Mansfield 54.39 39.20 -15.19 39.9 -0.7 4.4 5.83 -1.43 
Maroochydore 37.20 29.10 -8.10 27.6 1.6 8.6 8.91 -0.31 
Maryborough 28.10 30.30 2.20 33.7 -3.4 19.5 18.99 0.51 
Mermaid Beach 39.19 23.70 -15.49 26.0 -2.3 6.1 5.79 0.31 
Mirani 49.41 38.80 -10.61 40.6 -1.8 19.4 38.35 -18.95 
Moggill 38.72 26.10 -12.62 26.2 -0.1 7.3 4.02 3.28 
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Morayfield 59.13 44.30 -14.83 40.4 3.9 10.3 12.34 -2.04 
Mount Coot-tha 55.25 44.60 -10.65 43.3 1.3 2.8 1.30 1.50 
Mount Isa 55.72 43.47 -12.25 43.7 -0.2 41.1 35.14 5.96 
Mount Ommaney 54.79 33.30 -21.49 33.6 -0.3 4.1 5.37 -1.27 
Mudgeeraba 46.08 24.10 -21.98 28.4 -4.3 7.6 7.64 -0.04 
Mulgrave 58.08 51.50 -6.58 46.9 4.6 30.3 18.85 11.45 
Mundingburra 56.59 39.90 -16.69 41.4 -1.5 23.4 12.83 10.57 
Murrumba 57.21 40.20 -17.01 40.2 0.0 7.8 12.76 -4.96 
Nanango 22.00 26.44 4.44 25.5 0.9 26.8 24.14 2.66 
Nicklin 23.29 29.14 5.85 32.1 -3.0 7.5 13.81 -6.31 
Noosa 30.15 28.46 -1.69 23.9 4.6 8.9 7.31 1.59 
Nudgee 64.26 47.10 -17.16 50.9 -3.8 6.7 10.25 -3.55 
Pine Rivers 54.61 36.00 -18.61 35.0 1.0 11.2 10.26 0.94 
Pumicestone 54.99 37.60 -17.39 33.8 3.8 10.2 16.14 -5.94 
Redcliffe 55.57 40.00 -15.57 36.5 3.6 8.7 11.63 -2.93 
Redlands 49.93 28.80 -21.13 31.8 -3.0 0.0 12.23 -12.23 
Rockhampton 67.92 54.40 -13.52 50.0 4.4 12.5 15.23 -2.73 
Sandgate 62.37 47.10 -15.27 46.5 0.6 5.2 8.63 -3.43 
South Brisbane 65.01 53.30 -11.71 53.9 -0.6 3.3 2.02 1.28 
Southern Downs 28.92 22.11 -6.81 21.0 1.2 14.0 21.48 -7.48 
Southport 53.48 35.00 -18.48 34.1 0.9 7.5 8.31 -0.81 
Springwood 54.08 34.40 -19.68 37.6 -3.2 6.7 6.86 -0.16 
Stafford 57.29 42.70 -14.59 45.4 -2.7 4.8 5.65 -0.85 
Stretton 59.48 40.40 -19.08 37.7 2.7 0.0 3.34 -3.34 
Sunnybank 60.79 39.40 -21.39 43.0 -3.6 0.0 6.52 -6.52 
Surfers Paradise 33.48 19.80 -13.68 23.6 -3.8 0.0 5.86 -5.86 
Thuringowa 58.47 41.42 -17.05 44.8 -3.4 30.7 15.74 14.96 
Toowoomba North 53.22 39.60 -13.62 37.1 2.5 11.7 10.92 0.78 
Toowoomba South 41.78 28.30 -13.48 34.3 -6.0 11.8 11.25 0.55 
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Townsville 54.02 45.40 -8.62 40.9 4.5 21.9 13.23 8.67 
Warrego 25.66 23.38 -2.29 22.1 1.3 14.2 21.46 -7.26 
Waterford 66.46 48.80 -17.66 51.6 -2.8 9.0 11.17 -2.17 
Whitsunday 53.24 39.00 -14.24 32.8 6.2 22.7 24.43 -1.73 
Woodridge 75.37 56.30 -19.07 58.2 -1.9 0.0 11.77 -11.77 
Yeerongpilly 58.73 48.90 -9.83 47.1 1.8 4.4 5.36 -0.96 

 
 
 
 
We then projected the Queensland 2012 State ALP 2PP vote and the Katter Australian Party primary vote onto federal electorates and the results 
are shown below, in Table 12.  
 
The national average 2PP vote for Labor would be 37.2 percent, a swing of 13 percent against Labor.  
 
The Queensland Primary vote on March 24 of 26.7 percent used in our modelling  is virtually identical to the 27 percent ALP national Primary 
vote shown in the recent Nielsen Poll, but this poll is showing a 2PP vote for Labor of 43 percent, six percent above the figure predicted in our 
model.  
 
However the model we used factors in the rise of the Katter Australian Party, which cannibalised 3.5 percent of Labor’s working class regional 
vote among miners and tradies and also took two percent of the Green’s rural voters. It does seem to be recycling some old National Party voters 
back to Labor, but only in safe Coalition seats in rural areas threatened by Coal Seam Gas exploration.  
 
The other characteristic of the Queensland model is the huge swings from Labor to the Liberals in Labor’s middle class urban seats and the lack 
of uniformity of the swing, which looks designed to inflict the maximum damage to Labor in the maximum number of seats. The impact is that 
Labor is losing votes and seats in its middle class urban and provincial city power bases, but wining back votes from hobby farmers and tree 
huggers in safe Coalition seats it has no chance of winning.  
 
We think that if Bob Katter takes his political franchise onto the national political stage he will be re-writing the rules in relation to the 
calculation of the 2PP vote and if Federal Labor finds itself in the weeks after the carbon tax is introduced, facing both Bob Katter with only 27 
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percent primary vote, it is heading for the same sort of outcome for Labor that we saw in Queensland on March 24. For start, Labor could 
subtract about 3.5 percent from its current 27 percent of the vote.  
 
These predicted figures, when adjusted for the personal votes of sitting Members from 2010 and compulsory preferential voting, show the ALP 
would win a predicted 26 seats.   
 
The poor showing of the Queensland Greens is reflected in the model and in the predicted results, show that none of the vulnerable ALP 
members in nominally safe inner city seats like Grayndler or Sydney would be threatened, either by the Greens or by the Liberals.  
 
In terms of the state representation, NSW would have 13 members out of the 26, from the reps, with one from the ACT, one from the NT, three 
from Queensland, seven from Victoria, one from SA and none from Tasmania or WA.  
 
Given the Queensland model, the swings against Labor would be up to 31 percent in the provincial city and suburban seats like Jagajaga, 
Bendigo, Wakefield, Newcastle and Charlton.  
 
But those seats spared with either no swings, or small gains would be rural seats with some Indigenous populations and or pockets of very rich 
voters.  
 
So the votes in seats like Wentworth, Mackellar, Warringah and Grayndler would be virtually unchanged.  
 
In terms of the Katter Australian Party vote, its’ candidates would do extremely well in provincial city seats with any sort of older, skilled blue 
collar workforce and workers in mining or agriculture. The KAP would win Hunter and Capricornia from Labor, easily retain Kennedy. From 
there it would depend on the demographics, the quality of the KAP candidate, but with the right combination, the KAP could win Durack from 
the WA Liberals, Flynn from the Qld LNP and O’Connor from the WA Nationals.  
 
Table 12 appears below. It is ranked according to the predicted 2012 Qld state vote, plus personal votes, plus the adjustment for compulsory 
preferential voting. The national average for this final figure is 39.7 percent 2PP, a 2PP swing of 10.7 percent against the ALP. This swing 
against Labor increases to 12.6 when we eliminate the ALP 2PP vote from those seats where Labor candidates would be eliminated. This 12.6 
percent 2PP is the realistic swing likely against the ALP if the current primary vote of 27 percent ALP does not alter, and KAP candidates enter 
the next Federal election contest. It returns about 20 Labor seats on a uniform swing application to the current 2PP pendulum.  
 
KAP candidates average about 11.5 percent if KAP contests every seat.  
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Federal Seat MP  Party State 
ALP 2PP 
2010 

Pred 
KAP 
vote 
Qld 
2012 

Pred 
2012 ALP 
2PP adj 

ALP 2PP 
swing 
10 to 12 

Pred 2012 
ALP 2PP 
minus ALP 
eliminated 

Grayndler ALBANESE, Anthony ALP NSW 71.1 0.0 73.2 2.1 73.2 
Lingiari SNOWDON, Warren Edward ALP NT 54.4 17.0 73.0 18.6 73.0 
Sydney PLIBERSEK, Tanya ALP NSW 68.4 0.0 68.6 0.2 68.6 
Chifley HUSIC, Ed ALP NSW 62.4 10.6 62.4 0.0 62.4 
Watson BURKE, Tony ALP NSW 59.5 8.9 60.2 0.7 60.2 
Blaxland CLARE, Jason ALP NSW 62.7 11.3 60.0 -2.7 60.0 
Gellibrand ROXON, Nicola ALP Vic 74.5 6.1 59.8 -14.7 59.8 
Batman FERGUSON, Martin John ALP Vic 75.2 6.0 58.8 -16.3 58.8 
Fowler HAYES, Chris ALP NSW 59.4 11.8 57.3 -2.1 57.3 
Fraser LEIGH, Andrew ALP ACT 63.9 3.9 56.4 -7.5 56.4 
Barton McCLELLAND, Robert ALP NSW 57.0 8.1 56.2 -0.8 56.2 
Wills THOMSON, Kelvin ALP Vic 72.8 5.6 55.8 -17.1 55.8 
Werriwa FERGUSON, Laurie ALP NSW 57.1 11.1 55.5 -1.6 55.5 
Kingsford Smith GARRETT, Peter ALP NSW 55.1 4.2 55.3 0.2 55.3 
Melbourne BANDT, Adam Green Vic 70.6 0.0 55.1 -15.5 55.1 
Gorton O'CONNOR, Brendan ALP Vic 72.0 8.0 55.0 -17.0 55.0 
Griffith RUDD, Kevin ALP Qld 58.3 3.7 54.3 -3.9 54.3 
McMahon BOWEN, Chris ALP NSW 58.0 10.5 54.2 -3.7 54.2 
Rankin EMERSON, Craig ALP Qld 55.9 9.4 53.4 -2.5 53.4 
Lalor GILLARD, Julia ALP Vic 72.3 7.5 53.2 -19.1 53.2 
Parramatta OWENS, Julie ALP NSW 54.3 7.4 53.2 -1.1 53.2 
Reid MURPHY, John ALP NSW 52.7 4.9 51.6 -1.0 51.6 
Scullin JENKINS, Harry ALP Vic 72.9 8.4 51.4 -21.5 51.4 
Greenway ROWLAND, Michelle ALP NSW 50.8 8.3 51.2 0.3 51.2 
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Isaacs DREYFUS, Mark ALP Vic 61.2 7.2 50.7 -10.5 50.7 
Port Adelaide BUTLER, Mark ALP SA 70.6 12.7 50.5 -20.1 50.5 
Oxley RIPOLL, Bernie ALP Qld 56.3 8.8 50.0 -6.3 50.0 
Hotham CREAN, Simon ALP Vic 64.3 6.3 49.7 -14.7 49.7 
Perth SMITH, Stephen Francis ALP WA 56.5 9.8 49.5 -7.0 49.5 
Holt BYRNE, Anthony ALP Vic 63.9 8.1 49.4 -14.5 49.4 
Solomon GRIGGS, Natasha CLP NT 47.4 11.0 49.2 1.8 49.2 
Denison WILKIE, Andrew Ind Tas 66.4 9.1 48.9 -17.5 48.9 
Lindsay BRADBURY, David ALP NSW 50.8 11.7 48.9 -2.0 48.9 
Calwell VAMVAKINOU, Maria ALP Vic 69.8 8.8 48.6 -21.1 48.6 
Melbourne Ports DANBY, Michael David ALP Vic 58.6 0.2 48.4 -10.2 48.4 
Leichhardt ENTSCH, Warren LNP Qld 45.9 11.3 48.1 2.2 48.1 
Lilley SWAN, Wayne ALP Qld 53.2 8.4 47.9 -5.2 47.9 
Maribyrnong SHORTEN, Bill ALP Vic 67.2 8.7 47.4 -19.8 47.4 
Bonner VASTA, Ross Xavier LNP Qld 47.7 7.7 47.2 -0.4 47.2 
Macarthur MATHESON, Russell Lib NSW 46.9 13.1 46.1 -0.8 46.1 
Moreton PERRETT, Graham ALP Qld 51.1 5.5 46.1 -5.0 46.1 
Canberra BRODTMANN, Gai ALP ACT 59.5 4.5 46.0 -13.5 46.0 
Herbert JONES, Ewen LNP Qld 48.0 14.0 45.7 -2.3 45.7 
Brisbane GAMBARO, Teresa LNP Qld 49.7 3.6 45.5 -4.2 45.5 
Longman ROY, Wyatt LNP Qld 47.8 15.7 45.0 -2.8 45.0 
Capricornia LIVERMORE, Kirsten ALP Qld 54.6 28.9 44.8 -9.8 0.0 

Blair 
NEUMANN, Shayne 
Kenneth ALP Qld 54.1 13.5 43.4 -10.7 43.4 

Robertson O'NEILL, Deborah ALP NSW 51.7 9.8 43.2 -8.5 43.2 

Dawson 
CHRISTENSEN, George 
Robert LNP Qld 47.8 23.6 42.9 -5.0 42.9 

Banks MELHAM, Daryl ALP NSW 51.5 7.2 42.7 -8.8 42.7 
Bruce GRIFFIN, Alan ALP Vic 58.3 6.7 42.2 -16.1 42.2 
Throsby JONES, Stephen ALP NSW 62.0 16.1 42.1 -19.9 42.1 
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Durack HAASE, Barry Lib WA 36.1 27.8 41.9 5.8 0.0 
Mackellar BISHOP, Bronwyn Lib NSW 34.5 2.9 41.8 7.3 41.8 
Corio MARLES, Richard Donald ALP Vic 64.8 9.3 41.8 -23.0 41.8 
Macquarie MARKUS, Louise Lib NSW 48.8 9.8 41.7 -7.1 41.7 
Swan IRONS, Steve Lib WA 47.6 14.0 41.5 -6.0 41.5 
Hughes KELLY, Craig Lib NSW 44.8 7.7 41.5 -3.3 41.5 
Warringah ABBOTT, Tony Lib NSW 36.6 0.9 41.2 4.6 41.2 
Eden-Monaro KELLY, Mike ALP NSW 54.3 16.0 41.1 -13.2 41.1 
Richmond ELLIOT, Justine ALP NSW 56.9 11.5 40.9 -16.0 40.9 
Dobell THOMSON, Craig ALP NSW 55.2 14.0 40.8 -14.4 40.8 
Deakin SYMON, Mike ALP Vic 53.0 6.8 40.8 -12.2 40.8 
Wentworth TURNBULL, Malcolm Lib NSW 34.6 0.0 40.6 6.0 40.6 
Makin ZAPPIA, Tony ALP SA 62.1 11.0 40.5 -21.6 40.5 
Forde VAN MANEN, Bert LNP Qld 48.5 10.7 40.4 -8.1 40.4 
Ballarat KING, Catherine ALP Vic 61.9 12.5 40.2 -21.8 40.2 
Kennedy KATTER, Bob Ind Qld 48.5 28.5 40.0 -8.6 0.0 
Shortland HALL, Jill ALP NSW 63.1 16.4 39.9 -23.2 39.9 
Bennelong ALEXANDER, John Lib NSW 46.5 3.5 39.8 -6.7 39.8 
Cowan SIMPKINS, Luke Lib WA 43.3 12.5 39.7 -3.6 39.7 
Flynn O'DOWD, Ken LNP Qld 48.3 27.3 39.3 -9.0 0.0 
Petrie D'ATH, Yvette ALP Qld 52.5 10.8 39.2 -13.3 39.2 
La Trobe SMYTH, Laura ALP Vic 50.9 6.4 38.9 -12.0 38.9 
Stirling KEENAN, Michael Lib WA 44.7 12.3 38.8 -5.9 38.8 
Kingston RISHWORTH, Amanda ALP SA 64.3 11.2 38.7 -25.6 38.7 
Franklin COLLINS, Julie ALP Tas 60.7 13.0 38.6 -22.1 38.6 
Canning RANDALL, Don Lib WA 48.3 20.3 38.6 -9.7 38.6 
Casey SMITH, Tony Lib Vic 46.3 8.0 38.5 -7.8 38.5 
Adelaide ELLIS, Kate ALP SA 58.0 7.9 38.4 -19.5 38.4 
Cunningham BIRD, Sharon ALP NSW 63.3 14.5 38.2 -25.1 38.2 
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Hasluck WYATT, Ken Lib WA 49.5 15.4 37.6 -12.0 37.6 
Brand GRAY, Gary ALP WA 53.7 15.3 37.2 -16.5 37.2 
Charlton COMBET, Greg ALP NSW 63.2 17.0 36.9 -26.3 36.9 
Hinkler NEVILLE, Paul LNP Qld 39.7 16.1 36.8 -2.9 36.8 
Forrest MARINO, Nola Lib WA 41.4 18.5 36.8 -4.6 36.8 
Dickson DUTTON, Peter LNP Qld 45.1 8.6 36.7 -8.5 36.7 
Moore WASHER, Mal Lib WA 39.1 10.3 36.7 -2.5 36.7 
Hunter FITZGIBBON, Joel ALP NSW 62.8 34.0 36.6 -26.2 0.0 
Fremantle PARKE, Melissa ALP WA 56.0 11.9 36.4 -19.6 36.4 
McEwen MITCHELL, Rob ALP Vic 55.4 11.5 35.9 -19.5 35.9 
Lyons ADAMS, Dick ALP Tas 62.4 20.0 35.8 -26.6 35.8 
Newcastle GRIERSON, Sharon ALP NSW 63.0 11.8 35.7 -27.4 35.7 
Chisholm BURKE, Anna Elizabeth ALP Vic 56.5 3.6 35.5 -21.0 35.5 
Page SAFFIN, Janelle ALP NSW 54.6 17.5 35.4 -19.1 35.4 
Wakefield CHAMPION, Nick ALP SA 62.3 16.2 35.2 -27.1 35.2 
Cook MORRISON, Scott Lib NSW 36.7 7.8 34.9 -1.8 34.9 
Fisher SLIPPER, Peter LNP Qld 46.5 10.3 34.6 -11.9 34.6 
Pearce MOYLAN, Judi Lib WA 40.7 19.2 34.2 -6.5 34.2 
Bass LYONS, Geoff ALP Tas 57.2 12.8 34.2 -23.0 34.2 
Fadden ROBERT, Stuart LNP Qld 35.7 8.4 34.0 -1.7 34.0 
Jagajaga MACKLIN, Jenny ALP Vic 61.8 5.1 33.9 -27.9 33.9 
Mitchell HAWKE, Alex Lib NSW 32.4 3.3 33.8 1.4 33.8 
Fairfax SOMLYAY, Alex LNP Qld 43.3 10.1 33.6 -9.7 33.6 
North Sydney HOCKEY, Joe Lib NSW 35.9 0.0 33.3 -2.6 33.3 
Bowman LAMING, Andrew LNP Qld 39.5 10.8 33.2 -6.2 33.2 
Tangney JENSEN, Dennis Lib WA 37.4 9.3 33.0 -4.4 33.0 
Hindmarsh GEORGANAS, Steve ALP SA 55.9 11.1 32.8 -23.1 32.8 
Groom MACFARLANE, Ian LNP Qld 32.1 14.0 32.3 0.3 32.3 
Aston TUDGE, Alan Lib Vic 48.2 3.9 32.2 -16.0 32.2 
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Flinders HUNT, Greg Lib Vic 41.3 12.1 32.1 -9.2 32.1 
Ryan PRENTICE, Jane LNP Qld 43.1 3.5 32.1 -11.0 32.1 
Boothby SOUTHCOTT, Andrew Lib SA 49.1 9.2 31.7 -17.5 31.7 
Dunkley BILLSON, Bruce Lib Vic 49.0 7.9 31.5 -17.6 31.5 
Braddon SIDEBOTTOM, Sid ALP Tas 57.7 22.4 31.4 -26.3 31.4 
Bendigo GIBBONS, Steve ALP Vic 59.6 13.9 31.3 -28.3 31.3 
Hume SCHULTZ, Alby Lib NSW 41.1 21.0 31.1 -10.1 31.1 
Calare COBB, John Nat NSW 39.2 25.5 30.6 -8.6 0.0 
Corangamite CHEESEMAN, Darren ALP Vic 50.3 11.0 30.4 -20.0 30.4 
McMillan BROADBENT, Russell Lib Vic 45.5 15.9 30.1 -15.4 30.1 
Moncrieff CIOBO, Steven LNP Qld 32.5 7.2 30.0 -2.5 30.0 
Riverina McCORMACK, Michael Nat NSW 31.9 17.2 29.6 -2.2 29.6 
McPherson ANDREWS, Karen LNP Qld 40.0 8.1 29.6 -10.4 29.6 
Sturt PYNE, Christopher Lib SA 46.5 10.5 28.8 -17.7 28.8 
New England WINDSOR, Tony Ind NSW 42.4 21.6 28.7 -13.7 28.7 
Goldstein ROBB, Andrew Lib Vic 43.5 2.7 28.6 -15.0 28.6 
Wannon TEHAN, Dan Lib Vic 43.2 18.0 28.5 -14.7 28.5 
Paterson BALDWIN, Bob Lib NSW 45.2 19.0 28.4 -16.7 28.4 
Wright BUCHHOLZ, Scott LNP Qld 40.2 18.4 28.3 -11.8 28.3 

O'Connor CROOK, Tony 
Nat 
(Ind) WA 27.5 25.8 28.1 0.6 0.0 

Grey RAMSEY, Rowan Lib SA 39.5 21.8 27.4 -12.1 27.4 
Gippsland CHESTER, Darren Nat Vic 38.2 17.1 27.4 -10.7 27.4 
Gilmore GASH, Joanna Lib NSW 45.1 16.3 27.0 -18.1 27.0 
Wide Bay TRUSS, Warren LNP Qld 34.2 15.7 26.0 -8.2 26.0 
Berowra RUDDOCK, Philip Lib NSW 33.4 4.0 26.0 -7.4 26.0 
Maranoa SCOTT, Bruce LNP Qld 28.1 19.9 25.6 -2.5 25.6 
Bradfield FLETCHER, Paul Lib NSW 31.8 0.8 25.6 -6.2 25.6 
Parkes COULTON, Mark Nat NSW 31.9 25.6 24.9 -7.0 0.0 
Lyne OAKESHOTT, Robert Ind NSW 40.3 17.5 24.7 -15.7 24.7 
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Menzies ANDREWS, Kevin Lib Vic 41.6 4.1 24.6 -17.0 24.6 
Mayo BRIGGS, Jamie Lib SA 42.4 14.7 24.5 -17.9 24.5 
Farrer LEY, Sussan Lib NSW 35.9 18.0 23.3 -12.7 23.3 
Cowper HARTSUYKER, Luke Nat NSW 41.0 15.4 23.2 -17.8 23.2 
Higgins O'DWYER, Kelly Lib Vic 43.2 1.7 23.1 -20.1 23.1 
Indi MIRABELLA, Sophie Lib Vic 40.3 14.2 23.0 -17.3 23.0 
Mallee FORREST, John Nat Vic 25.6 16.7 22.3 -3.3 22.3 
Curtin BISHOP, Julie Lib WA 33.7 10.5 21.8 -11.9 21.8 
Murray STONE, Sharman Lib Vic 29.7 15.5 21.4 -8.3 21.4 
Kooyong FRYDENBERG, Josh Lib Vic 41.5 1.9 21.3 -20.2 21.3 
Barker SECKER, Patrick Lib SA 37.5 18.3 20.5 -17.0 20.5 
Averages of Seats 

   
50.4 11.5 39.7 -10.7 37.8 
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Table 13 shows the possible Senate outcomes if the parties obtain the primary votes from the recent Nielsen Poll, adjusted for the entry of KAP 
candidates.  
 
 

STATE ALP LNP GRN KAP IND Comment 
KAP 
Pred 

 NSW 2 3 0 1 0 ALP loses Stephens to KAP 11.7 
 Vic 2 3 1 0 0 ALP loses Feeney to Greens 8.5 
 Qld 2 3 0 1 0 ALP loses Furner to KAP 13.6 
 WA 1 3 1 1 0 ALP loses Bishop to KAP 16.6 
 

SA 2 2 0 1 Xen 
Greens lose Hanson-Y to 
KAP 13.7 

 Tas 2 2 1 1 0 ALP loses Bilyk to KAP 15.9 
 NT 1 1 0 0 0 

 
14.7 

 ACT 1 1 0 0 0 
 

4.2 
 TOTAL NEW SENATORS 13 18 3 5 1 ALP -5, GRNS +1, -1.  

  TOTAL OLD SENATORS 13 16 6 0 DLP continuing to June 2017 
  TOTAL COMB 

SENATORS 26 34 9 5 2 
   CURRENT SENATE 31 34 9 0 2 
   Change in SENATORS down 5 0 0 plus 5 0 
   

         
 

Using state breakdowns of latest Nielsen poll and Qld State 2012 predictions for KAP as shown, 

 
in a scheduled half Senate election, Labor would lose five Senators, four to KAP and one 

 
 

to the Greens. The Greens would lose one to KAP, keeping their numbers intact.   
  

 
KAP would have five Senators in the new Senate, with 26 for ALP, 34 for LNP, nine for Greens 

 
and two Independents. No one party would have control. But the LNP could  

  
 

form a working majority of 39, with the five KAP Senators.  
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         Table 14 shows the impact of KAP candidates on the next Federal election, particularly in relation to the cases where the ALP candidates are 
eliminated from the final count.  

Federal Seat MP  
Party 
2010 State 

ALP 2PP 
2010 

Pred 2012 
vote plus 
2010 resi 
plus adj 
for comp 
pref 

ALP 2PP 
swing 
10 to 12 

Pred 
KAP 
vote 
Qld 
2012 

Pred 
Party 
Q12 

Hunter FITZGIBBON, Joel ALP NSW 62.8 36.6 -26.2 34.0 KAP 
Capricornia LIVERMORE, Kirsten ALP Qld 54.6 44.8 -9.8 28.9 KAP 
Kennedy KATTER, Bob Ind Qld 48.5 40.0 -8.6 28.5 KAP 
Durack HAASE, Barry Lib WA 36.1 41.9 5.8 27.8 LIB 
Flynn O'DOWD, Ken LNP Qld 48.3 39.3 -9.0 27.3 LNP 

O'Connor CROOK, Tony 
Nat 
(Ind) WA 27.5 28.1 0.6 25.8 LIB 

Parkes COULTON, Mark Nat NSW 31.9 24.9 -7.0 25.6 NAT 
Calare COBB, John Nat NSW 39.2 30.6 -8.6 25.5 NAT 
Dawson CHRISTENSEN, George Robert LNP Qld 47.8 42.9 -5.0 23.6 LNP 
Braddon SIDEBOTTOM, Sid ALP Tas 57.7 31.4 -26.3 22.4 LIB 
Grey RAMSEY, Rowan Lib SA 39.5 27.4 -12.1 21.8 LIB 
New England WINDSOR, Tony Ind NSW 42.4 28.7 -13.7 21.6 IND 
Hume SCHULTZ, Alby Lib NSW 41.1 31.1 -10.1 21.0 LIB 
Canning RANDALL, Don Lib WA 48.3 38.6 -9.7 20.3 LIB 
Lyons ADAMS, Dick ALP Tas 62.4 35.8 -26.6 20.0 LIB 

         
 

Labor loses Hunter and Capricornia to KAP. Labor loses Braddon and Lyons to Libs. KAP retains Kennedy. 

 
KAP has a chance at all seats on this list, except New England if Windsor runs. KAP's chances depend 

 
on quality of their candidates and preferences from ALP and Greens. Greens would probably preference 

 

to Libs ahead of KAP, but perhaps not 
Labor.  
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