If party is a measure of attitude, why do Gallup and others do a very large poll of many thousands of respondents measuring party ID?  Wouldn't that be pointless if it is just a measure of attitude?  We seek massive samples, such as 30,000 respondents when we really want to get it right, which is what they do for in these party ID polls.  Can't have it both ways Gallup.
I have not heard any allege a conspiracy, but that pollsters are irresponsibly using the 2008 party turnout numbers that everyone knows will not repeat and really kind of liking the results.  Tom Brokaw says a UFO is Romney's only chance based on these polling results.  All the doom and gloom based just on polls that assume a 10-point turnout advantage for Dems, and you wonder why the GOP is upset?  This article attempts to defend the indefensible.  
Any poll showing a lead beyond what the Gallup Registered voter poll is worthless and biased.  No Democrat can ever exceed the lead showed in that poll, because so many registered Democrats who respond to the old Rock the Vote and other registration drives do not vote.  They don't know the issues and don't care, and many of them do not vote.  That was why 2008 was different, but after so many Obama broken promises and huge unemployment among the young, it is ridiculous to think Obama will get the same kind of support this time.
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