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London local elections (2010):
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London local elections (2010):

Results

The position of candidates in the ballot is alphabetical

Results only for the three major parties (Lab, Cons, Lib Dem)
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Two questions

1. Does the candidate position in the ballot influence the
number of votes received (or success achieved)?

2. Ifit does, is the influence different depending on the

borough?
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Assignment 3

Assignment completed by 5 students

Biggest issue: Looking at overall ballot position instead of
ballot position within party

Scatter plots with trend lines
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Small multiples

BALLOT POSITION OF ELECTED CANDIDATES IN LONDON
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A heatmap
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Does the position in the ballot influence voters?

Votes over the Boroughs based on ballot position
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Answer: No




Data Visualization
Assignment 3: Results

Bar charts

Votes per Ballot position
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Bar charts per borough

Ballot position advantage in the 2010 London local elections

Percantage of all votes in borough depending on candidate ballot position within party
Data for less then three party candidates in ward (4% of the cases) was omitted
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