FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Major new Survation poll shows widespread public appetite for tougher regulation as Economic Crime Bill returns to Commons.

Early results from a large-scale UK-wide opinion poll by Survation appear to show the British public supports stronger regulation of professional services firms such as lawyers, accountants and estate agents.
The news comes as the Economic Crime and Corporate Transparency Bill returns to Commons for the third round of ping-pong, with two amendments up for debate (one on a new “failure to prevent fraud” offence, the other seeking to prevent wealthy people from out-muscling law enforcement in the courts). Both now represent opportunities for parliamentarians to show voters they share concerns which seem widely held across an electorate that will choose its next government within 15 months.
The opinion poll, commissioned by the UK Anti-Corruption Coalition (UKACC), is analysing public attitudes to economic crime and political integrity. Based on a large sample size of 6,466, it’s still to return its headline results, but has today revealed that:
· Overall, 74% of the public agreed that “British professional services (accountants, lawyers, estate agents, etc ) should be better regulated to ensure they detect and prevent economic crime, and held more accountable when they fail to do so.”
· Figures were particularly stark in the 65+ age bracket – a key Conservative target demographic – in which 88.9% agreed with the statement.
· Those who voted Conservative in 2019 were also significantly more likely than average to agree with the statement, at 81.33%.
· Even in London, where many of the UK’s leading professional services firms are based, over two thirds (66.7%) of respondents supported greater regulation and accountability.
(See Appendix section for full data table and methodology.)
The news comes as the Labour Party is apparently shifting anti-corruption much higher up its agenda.
Against this backdrop, Senior Advocacy Advisor at campaign group and UKACC member Spotlight on Corruption James Bolton-Jones said: “This polling data provides yet more evidence of just how crucial it is for government to repair public confidence in the UK’s ability to tackle economic crime.
“This should start with accepting the pragmatic amendments to the Economic Crime and Corporate Transparency Bill supported by the House of Lords, which have already been significantly watered down in an effort to find compromise with the government. It also means prioritising the implementation of new and existing legislation by ensuring key law enforcement agencies and regulators are properly resourced to take the fight to fraudsters and money launderers.”

Amendment 151
This amendment concerns the new “failure to prevent fraud” offence, which introduces penalties for professionals found to be enabling fraud through turning a blind eye.
But, if Government amendments are passed, the offence would not apply to 99% of all law firms, for example. (The concept of ‘failure to prevent’ already exists in bribery and tax evasion legislation.)
UK Government wants employees of “small and medium sized enterprises” (SMEs) – defined here in various ways including those generating less than £36m in turnover and/or employing fewer than 250 people – to be exempt from the legislation.
Last week, tabling Lord Garnier, a King’s Counsel barrister specialising in corporate advisory and financial services work and former Conservative Solicitor General, noted that SMEs make up the overwhelming majority of professional services companies. “If this country wants to be taken seriously,” he said, “we cannot add to the law of corporate crime by excluding 99.5% of companies and partnerships from that law.” (Full quote in appendix).

Amendment 161
Closely related, this amendment would impose limits to the costs in certain civil cases related to economic crime that could be racked up against UK law enforcement agencies in so-called “lawfare”.
Currently, agencies like the Serious Fraud Office and National Crime Agency can be vastly outmuscled in financial terms by wealthy individuals and companies. This can result in agencies having less appetite to investigate and prosecute the most powerful suspects in economic crimes.
Lord Faulks (Crossbench), who tabled the amendment, said last week: “(Agencies) are frequently up against expensive and unscrupulous legal teams with a plethora of loopholes at their disposal. So it seems obvious to me that, where appropriate, we should be protecting those agencies from disproportionate costs and the chilling effect which comes alongside them.” (Full quote in appendix).

The wider polling project
Today’s early results are part of a large-scale national opinion poll of 6,466 people by Survation, commissioned by the UK Anti-Corruption Coalition. The poll covers 29 questions analysing public attitudes to economic crime and political integrity, including 6 MRP questions where results will be extrapolated to a constituency level. 
The full data will be released over two reports, the first (economic crime) expected to be published in late November-early December. The second report will cover political integrity.
More details will be released in due course, but to discuss further or to register a particular interest in advance, please contact the UK Anti-Corruption Coalition using the details in Media requests below.

***
Note to editors
The UK Anti-Corruption Coalition brings together the UK’s leading anti-corruption organisations, and works closely with parliamentarians of all stripes. The coalition works collaboratively to fight corruption in the UK and end the UK’s role in facilitating corruption abroad. Together, its members advocate to policymakers, hold those with power to account, and work towards driving real world change.
www.ukanticorruptioncoalition.org 

Media requests 
For more information, or to get in contact with the civil society experts and parliamentarians we work closely with, please get in touch:
Stevie Wolfe, Coalition Communications Manager, UK Anti-Corruption Coalition
07868 031874 // stevie.wolfe@transparency.org.uk

Appendix
Full data table


Full quotes
Lord Garnier on amendment 151: “If this country wants to be taken seriously,” he said, “we cannot add to the law of corporate crime by excluding 99.5% of companies and partnerships from that law. We need a uniform offence and a uniform and accessible defence. And surely, no properly run company of any size needs to fear the law nor would it anyway want to promote or permit fraudulent activities by anyone it deals with.
“Honest business is good business, and good business breeds repeat business. In a spirit of compromise we are prepared to exempt micro-businesses. As long as an opportunity presents itself coherently to modernise our approach to corporate crime, those of us who wish to see the Government and Parliament do the right thing must keep arguing the case.”
Lord Faulks on amendment 161: “Our enforcement agencies are too often outgunned and outmanoeuvred by deep-pocketed crooks and kleptocrats. They are frequently up against expensive and unscrupulous legal teams with a plethora of loopholes at their disposal. So it seems obvious to me that, where appropriate, we should be protecting those agencies from disproportionate costs and the chilling effect which comes alongside them.”

Polling methodology
1. Fieldwork Dates
26th September - 9th October 2023
2. Data Collection Method
The survey was conducted via online panel. Invitations to complete surveys were sent out to members of the panel. Differential response rates from different demographic groups were taken into account.
3. Population Sampled
All residents aged 18+ living in Great Britain.
4. Sample Size
6,466
5. Data Weighting 
Data were weighted to the profile of all adults in the UK aged 18+. Data were weighted by age, sex, region, highest level of qualification, annual equivalised household income, 2019 General Election Vote, and 2016 EU Referendum Vote.
Targets for the weighted data were derived from Office for National Statistics Data and the results of the 2019 UK General Election and the 2016 EU Referendum.	 	 	 	 	 
6. Margin of Error 
Because only a sample of the full population was interviewed, all results are subject to margin of error, meaning that not all differences are statistically significant.
For example, in a question where 50% (the worst case scenario as far as margin of error is concerned) gave a particular answer, given the sample of 6,466 it is 95% certain that the ‘true’ value will fall within the range of 1.21% from the sample result.
Subsamples from the cross-breaks will be subject to higher margin of error, conclusions drawn from crossbreaks with very small sub-samples should be treated with caution.
7. Voting Intention 
In order to assess voting intention, we first asked respondents, on a scale of 0-10, how likely they would be to vote in the next general election. 
This likelihood to vote was then used to weight voters' responses, such that respondents replying “10” were weighted by a factor of 1.0, whilst those responding “9” were weighted by a factor of 0.9, and so on down to responses of “0” being excluded altogether. 
Respondents were then asked who they would be most likely to vote for if that election were tomorrow. The responses “Conservative”, “Labour”, “Liberal Democrats”, “Scottish National Party (SNP)” (in Scotland), and "Plaid Cymru" (in Wales) were asked in a randomising order, and if respondents selected “Another Party” they were then asked to specify. Northern Irish parties were prompted in a random order for respondents living in Northern Ireland.
As an additional step, respondents who replied “undecided” and “refused” were then removed from the sample.
All polls are subject to a wide range of potential sources of error. On the basis of the historical record of the polls at recent general elections, there is a 9 in 10 chance that the true value of a party’s support lies within 4 points of the estimates provided by this poll, and a 2 in 3 chance that they lie within 2 points.	 	 	 	 
8. Question presentation 
All data tables are shown in full, in the order and wording put to respondents, including but not limited to all tables relating to published data and all relevant tables preceding them. 
Tables for demographic questions might not be included but these should be clear from the cross-breaks on published tables. 
In all questions where the responses are a list of parties, names or statements, these will typically have been displayed to respondents in a randomising order. 
The only questions which would not have had randomising responses would be those in which there was a natural order to maintain – e.g. a list of numbers from 0 to 10 or questions which had factual rather than opinion-related answers such as demographic information. “Other”, “Don't know” and “Refused” responses are not randomised.
Not all questions will have necessarily been asked to all respondents – this is because they may be follow-on questions from previous questions or only appropriate to certain demographic groups.
Lower response counts should make clear where this has occurred. 	 	 	 	 
9. Britain Talks Climate Segmentation 
Respondents were asked a series of 16 'Golden' questions used by Climate Outreach/Britain Talks Climate to create a classification of respondents based on their beliefs on a range of topics. 
The data was segmented using a model provided by Wang, S., Corner, A., and Nicholls, J. (2020). Britain Talks Climate: A toolkit for engaging the British public on climate change. Oxford: Climate Outreach.
Further information on the methodology used to create the original model used in this study can be accessed here: https://climateoutreach.org/download/21974/?tmstv=1692246384
 	 	 	 	 
Data were analysed and weighted by Survation.
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		Table_Q14. Perpetrators of economic crimes often require the expertise provided by British professional services (accountants, lawyers, estate agents, etc )  To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statement?   “British professional services (accountants, lawyers, estate agents, etc ) should be better regulated to ensure they detect and prevent economic crime, and held more accountable when they fail to do so ”

		Base: All Respondents

		

				Total		Sex				Age												Region																								Highest level of qualification								Household Income p.a.						Ethnicity										GE19 Vote								EU16 Vote				Voting Intention

				Total		Female		Male		18-24		25-34		35-44		45-54		55-64		65+		London		South East		South West		East of England		West Midlands		East Midlands		Yorkshire and the Humber		North East		North West		England		Scotland		Wales		No qualifications / Level 1		Level 2 / Apprenticeship / Other		Level 3		Level 4+		£0 - £19,999		£20,000 - £39,999		£40,000+		White		Mixed/Multiple ethnic groups		Asian/Asian British		Black/African/ Caribbean/Black British		Other		CON		LAB		LD		OTH		Leave		Remain		CON		LAB		LD		OTH		GRN		Undecided

		Unweighted Total		6466		3292		3174		597		1183		1083		1231		1045		1327		801		914		539		629		606		468		563		301		748		5569		558		339		1366		1249		727		2104		1581		2649		2236		5635		126		384		269		32		1939		1667		333		553		2334		2240		1425		2446		475		157		518		871

		Weighted Total		6466		3298		3168		714		1113		1034		1147		966		1492		871		911		570		618		584		483		548		270		730		5586		561		319		1958		1332		669		1479		1940		2263		2263		5659		137		369		247		32		1976		1455		531		562		2382		2192		1434		2316		562		138		520		887

		Strongly agree		2646		1181		1465		155		302		335		463		492		899		302		390		243		249		207		177		254		120		323		2265		248		133		776		556		243		620		731		953		962		2420		44		98		65		15		966		650		233		257		1208		960		620		996		242		65		243		311

				40.92%		35.82%		46.23%		21.72%		27.16%		32.38%		40.34%		50.97%		60.24%		34.63%		42.76%		42.63%		40.33%		35.46%		36.67%		46.38%		44.30%		44.26%		40.54%		44.16%		41.81%		39.65%		41.72%		36.39%		41.91%		37.68%		42.10%		42.52%		42.76%		31.96%		26.47%		26.27%		45.17%		48.86%		44.66%		43.93%		45.70%		50.72%		43.81%		43.24%		43.03%		43.01%		47.18%		46.80%		35.12%

		Somewhat agree		2139		1128		1011		233		414		362		399		302		429		279		291		199		211		216		179		161		92		221		1850		192		97		579		454		248		550		557		779		803		1857		41		138		86		12		642		482		207		175		739		792		489		778		197		47		142		319

				33.08%		34.20%		31.90%		32.69%		37.23%		34.95%		34.77%		31.22%		28.76%		32.07%		31.94%		34.87%		34.18%		36.89%		37.14%		29.33%		34.07%		30.34%		33.11%		34.25%		30.37%		29.58%		34.08%		37.11%		37.19%		28.70%		34.43%		35.47%		32.82%		30.10%		37.24%		34.92%		36.56%		32.48%		33.16%		39%		31.19%		31.03%		36.14%		34.11%		33.60%		35.12%		34%		27.24%		35.93%

		Neither agree nor disagree		1021		591		429		182		227		216		175		106		114		172		138		73		104		101		78		84		38		127		917		58		46		342		201		115		191		379		324		318		849		26		74		66		4		269		212		56		59		296		281		223		351		80		15		72		150

				15.79%		17.93%		13.55%		25.50%		20.42%		20.92%		15.30%		10.95%		7.62%		19.72%		15.18%		12.89%		16.85%		17.27%		16.24%		15.31%		14.22%		17.41%		16.41%		10.37%		14.41%		17.47%		15.12%		17.20%		12.91%		19.55%		14.31%		14.04%		15.01%		19.38%		20.13%		26.68%		12.20%		13.63%		14.54%		10.59%		10.52%		12.43%		12.81%		15.55%		15.17%		14.27%		11.04%		13.78%		16.94%

		Somewhat disagree		241		117		125		82		64		49		26		15		6		52		34		17		14		21		16		16		8		19		197		20		25		92		44		29		41		84		93		64		184		12		30		14		1		46		37		9		30		53		55		51		82		19		7		33		28

				3.73%		3.53%		3.94%		11.46%		5.74%		4.71%		2.25%		1.51%		0.43%		6%		3.68%		2.91%		2.33%		3.61%		3.22%		2.92%		3.14%		2.54%		3.52%		3.60%		7.69%		4.71%		3.30%		4.32%		2.80%		4.35%		4.10%		2.83%		3.26%		8.72%		8.05%		5.64%		4%		2.31%		2.54%		1.72%		5.38%		2.24%		2.52%		3.54%		3.56%		3.42%		5.15%		6.44%		3.18%

		Strongly disagree		77		34		42		23		28		9		8		8		1		21		13		7		4		9		4		2		0		7		67		7		2		34		12		3		15		30		27		20		52		5		6		10		0		12		11		4		7		10		19		15		30		5		0		10		6

				1.19%		1.04%		1.34%		3.16%		2.49%		0.87%		0.74%		0.79%		0.10%		2.43%		1.42%		1.14%		0.66%		1.47%		0.89%		0.45%		-		0.96%		1.20%		1.30%		0.78%		1.76%		0.91%		0.50%		1.04%		1.54%		1.19%		0.88%		0.92%		3.63%		1.63%		4.21%		-		0.62%		0.77%		0.85%		1.33%		0.41%		0.88%		1.03%		1.31%		0.96%		-		1.84%		0.63%

		Don't know		343		246		96		39		77		64		76		44		43		45		46		32		35		31		28		31		12		33		291		35		16		134		65		30		61		159		88		96		296		8		24		6		1		42		63		21		33		76		84		36		77		18		4		20		73

				5.30%		7.47%		3.03%		5.48%		6.95%		6.18%		6.60%		4.55%		2.86%		5.15%		5.02%		5.56%		5.66%		5.30%		5.84%		5.60%		4.27%		4.48%		5.22%		6.32%		4.94%		6.82%		4.86%		4.48%		4.14%		8.18%		3.87%		4.25%		5.23%		6.20%		6.47%		2.27%		2.07%		2.11%		4.32%		3.92%		5.88%		3.18%		3.84%		2.53%		3.32%		3.22%		2.62%		3.91%		8.21%

		NET: Agree		4785		2309		2476		389		717		697		861		794		1328		581		681		442		461		423		357		415		212		544		4115		440		230		1356		1010		492		1170		1288		1732		1765		4277		85		235		151		26		1607		1132		440		432		1947		1752		1109		1775		439		112		385		630

				74%		70.02%		78.14%		54.41%		64.39%		67.33%		75.12%		82.19%		88.99%		66.70%		74.70%		77.49%		74.51%		72.35%		73.81%		75.71%		78.38%		74.60%		73.66%		78.41%		72.18%		69.24%		75.80%		73.49%		79.10%		66.37%		76.53%		78%		75.58%		62.06%		63.71%		61.19%		81.73%		81.33%		77.83%		82.93%		76.89%		81.74%		79.95%		77.35%		76.63%		78.13%		81.19%		74.03%		71.05%

		NET: Disagree		318		151		167		104		92		58		34		22		8		73		46		23		18		30		20		18		8		26		264		27		27		127		56		32		57		114		120		84		236		17		36		24		1		58		48		14		38		63		75		66		113		25		7		43		34

				4.92%		4.58%		5.27%		14.62%		8.24%		5.57%		2.98%		2.30%		0.53%		8.43%		5.10%		4.05%		2.98%		5.09%		4.11%		3.37%		3.14%		3.51%		4.72%		4.90%		8.47%		6.47%		4.22%		4.82%		3.84%		5.90%		5.29%		3.71%		4.18%		12.35%		9.68%		9.86%		4%		2.93%		3.30%		2.57%		6.71%		2.65%		3.40%		4.57%		4.87%		4.38%		5.15%		8.28%		3.80%

		

		NET: Difference		69.08%		65.44%		72.87%		39.79%		56.15%		61.76%		72.14%		79.89%		88.46%		58.27%		69.60%		73.44%		71.53%		67.26%		69.70%		72.34%		75.24%		71.09%		68.94%		73.51%		63.71%		62.77%		71.58%		68.67%		75.26%		60.47%		71.24%		74.29%		71.40%		49.71%		54.03%		51.33%		77.73%		78.40%		74.53%		80.36%		70.18%		79.09%		76.55%		72.78%		71.76%		73.75%		76.04%		65.75%		67.25%






