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[)	 Public Policy Polliny both sponsored these polls and conduCted them using our 
IVR systctn, There was nOI a paying client involved. 

2)	 I mn includins the full results ofall four ofth~'Sc SUI'\'cys. which includes full 
quc;;tion wording in the order Ihe qucstions were asked. lopline results. and 
crOSSlllbs by race. age. gender. par1y. lind tOP issues for rcspondC11ls. PPP is proud 
to be onc of the few public poliSlers that makes all of this infont111lion available 
on our website free of charge for usc by the public. 

3)	 In South Carolina the population under study was folks who \'ol~x1 in one ofthrcc 
primary elections- the 1004 PI\."Sidcll1illl Preferet1ce Primary. the 2004 SllUC 
primary. or the 2006 stule primary. In Wisconsin tile population under study WlIS 

folks who \'Ol~'(j in the 2004 primary. 2006 primary. lIf 2006 gCl1~..,.al election (we 
broadened our sampling frame based on rL'COro tumoulthrough Super Tuesday.) 

4)	 Respondents were chosen through an RBS sample pru\'iUcd by Ariselle. Inc. 
Voters who met the critcria outlined in #3 wen.: nmdomly chosen to be called for 
the sUl"\'eys. No cell phones were callt:d. 

5)	 For the South Carolina Republican sUl"\'cy I5.000 likely votes were called and 
808 responded in full. For the South Carolina Delllocmtie sUI"\'CY 15.000 likely 
voteD WLTC called and 788 responded in full. For the Wisconsin survey 30.000 
likely \'oters WeTc ealkd and '.411 Democrutie primary \'otcrs and 701 
Republican primary voters responded in full. Weighting by random delC1ion to 0,,;­
a.:hievc appropriate demographic balance left 772 respondents to the South 
Carolina Republican SUl"\'ey. 595 rcspondC1lts to the South Carolina Democratic .('0<ij 
SUI"\'C}·. 822 respondents 10 the Wisconsin Democratic su....·e)·. and 654 
respondents 10 the Wisconsin Republican su ....'ey. Most ofour 'screening' is done \ 
by the "oting history based sampling proceSS. We ask folks ""00 ansWeT the 
phone to hang up if tIM...,. do not intC1ld to vote in Ihe primary that we an.: calling 
about. 

6)	 The margins of crror fOl" the South Carolina Republican. South Carolina 
Ikmocmtic. Wis(:onsin lXmocratie. and Wisconsin Republican surveys wen;: +/. 
3.5. +/. 4.0, +1- 3.4. ltnd +f· 3.8% respcclh·ely. The South Carolina RcpubliCllrl 
so ·ey was statistically wcightt'd fOl" gcndeT. The South Carolina Dcmocrutic 
5O ·Cy was wcightL-d for gender using random deletion and statistically weighted 
for race. The Wisconsin DC1Ilocratie 5U ....·Cy was weighted for gender and age 
using r.mUom deletion and statistically weighted for race. The WisL'Onsin 
Republican su....·ey was weighted tor age using random delC1ion ami statistically 
weighted for gender. 
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7)	 N/A 
8)	 All the surveys were (:()nduCI~-d using [YR. The South Carolina Republican 

survey was conducted the e"ening of W~'dncsday. January 16'h. The SOUlh 
Carolina Democratic survey was conducted the evening ofThurnday, January 
24'". All potential respondents WCTC called threc times. The Wisconsin surveys 
were conducted Saturday, February 16'h and Sunday, February 17'". All potential 
respondents were called twelve times_ 

I am available by c-mail (tomj@publicoolicypolling.comltoansweranyfur1herqueries 
as time pt:nnits. 

Thanks. 
0<--' 

Tom Jensen 

Public Policy Polling Phooe: 18881621-6988 
3020 Highwood, Blvd. Website: W'NW.publkpollCypolbng,Corn 
flalelQh, NC 27604 EmaiL informali()nOpublicpolicypol~ng.com	 ~ 


