
MEMORANDUM

From:  Christian Archer

To:  Interested Parties

Re:  Mark Littlefield’s “Surprising Poll Results in District 32”

It was not my wish to formally respond to Mark Littlefield’s poll of our district.  

First, because it was simply never a credible poll in the first place.  Second, politically speaking, I do not believe it’s in our campaign’s best interest to respond to non-credible third party attacks.  That said, it appears that this issue has taken on a small life of its own and provided the gift of hope and a very small amount of media attention to Todd Hunter’s heretofore bumbling campaign. 

It is my hope that this memo can put this brushfire behind us so that we can once again have full focus on the day-to-day business of running our campaign.  

Because I am not a pollster, I will not attempt to explain the poll beyond my modest capabilities, but here is the abbreviated list of problems that I can find:

· The cross-tab for San Patricio County is preposterously out of whack.  In 2006, Garcia beat Gene Seaman in that county by 13.7%.  In this poll, Todd Hunter—who didn’t even represent San Patricio County when he was in the Legislature (12 years ago!)—has miraculously opened a 13-point lead over Garcia.  The key word here is “miraculous.”  For political reasons too countless to even mention in this memo, this is not in the realm of human possibility.  End of story.    

· This is an IVR (Integrated Voice Response) poll.  That basically means that it was conducted by a computer hooked up to an auto-dialer and that anyone with the physical capacity to pick up and press the buttons of a telephone would be able to participate.  I will not enter the raging debate on IVR polling and its effectiveness in general, again, because I am not a pollster.  What I do know is this:  The only thing that has been widely agreed upon by both sides of the IVR debate is that it is not reliable until very near the finish of high awareness elections.  Regardless of what the political situation in the west wing of the Austin Capitol may be, the race between Todd Hunter and Juan Garcia has not achieved the level of high awareness in the lives of District 32 voters today.  As such, this is simply not a credible representation of the race as it currently stands. 

· In the district as a whole, not even close to 46.38% of district 32 voters would know Todd Hunter if he bumped into them on the street.  Also, not even close to 46.38% of the voters of District 32 would land in the category of “generic Republican.”  And if you add up the number of people that do qualify as “generic Republican” to the number of people that would know Todd Hunter if he bumped into him on the street, it still wouldn’t add up to 46.38% in the June before the first November election that he’s run in since the Cowboys were winning Super Bowls.  This trend is even more relevant in the county by county crosstabs.  Witness, again, San Patricio.  

· The margin of error is calculated incorrectly.  For a sample of 560, it should be 4.1%, not 4.7%. There’s at least a bare minimum threshold of statistical competence that’s requisite to calling oneself a “pollster,” it appears that Mark Littlefield is failing to cross that bar here.  

This all points back to the fact that Mark Littlefield is no more a pollster than I am an astronaut.  That’s made abundantly clear in his first public work here.  And while I would normally refrain from ad hominem lines of political debate, I feel that in this one incredible case that it’s relevant to the issue at hand.  

Before his re-emergence on the political scene with this poll, Mark was fired by the last two campaigns he worked for because of what can generously be described as “unethical business practices.”  During his last basking in the limelight of political relevance, he was narrowly regarded as a field guy.  The last time that he was featured prominently in the news was “for his role overseeing a petition drive marred by suspected forgeries and irregularities” (“Election Probe,” San Marcos Daily Record Daily Record, June 11, 2008).  Stop and think about that for a minute…that’s election fraud. 

How he re-emerges today and is even recognized by a serious news outlet as a pollster is beyond my powers of comprehension.  I would also point out that several news outlets rejected his press releases out of hand.   

I do not care about or pretend to understand Mark Littlefield’s motives for aggressively publicizing a poll such as this.  I will not be party to conspiracy-think as to whom he might be doing his business with.  This may simply be a matter of dollars and cents to him.  I do not know.

What I do know is that there’s a bare minimum standard of knowledge of purported expertise and—even among the fraternity of political consultants—personal credibility that must be achieved before someone’s work should published for the world to see.

Mark Littlefield does not achieve that level of merit.  With all of these facts in mind, it is disappointing that this matter has garnered the amount of perceived relevance that it has.  

And while I’m frustrated by the distraction this has caused for our campaign, I have found a very small amount of enjoyment in the comedy of watching Todd Hunter’s campaign flailing to seize on this, their first bit of “organically grown” positive earned media in months. 

Going forward from here, the Juan Garcia Campaign will not respond to polls or statements from Mark Littlefield or groups that he associates with.  As of today, we are going full-time back about the business of winning re-election in November.    

We will begin our own polling on this race in the weeks or months ahead and it will not be made public under any circumstance. Rest assured though, our polls will be conducted by real professionals in order so that they may have actual relevance to this campaign.   


