Eliminate Superdelegates From Any Role At Democratic National Conventions
WHEREAS the role of superdelegates (i.e., unpledged delegates who are considered party leaders not chosen by the voters to be delegates to the Democratic National Convention) is undemocratic because as of 2016, the roughly 720 superdelegates represent 15% of the overall delegate count (about 4,770) and are 30% of the majority needed to win the nomination (2383 currently), 
WHEREAS the superdelegates are unrepresentative of the Democratic party because six-in-ten are men, close to two-thirds are white, and their average age is around 60;
WHEREAS these superdelegates can swing the selection of presidential nominee to whomever they want with no regard given to the votes each candidate received during the primary campaign, by publicly supporting a candidate during the campaign and by voting for a candidate of their choice on the first ballot at the Democratic National Convention;
WHEREAS the Democratic Party created superdelegates in 1982 to ensure that a popular presidential candidate who the Party leaders consider unelectable does not become the nominee;
WHEREAS the results of elections during presidential election years over the last 50 years prove that the outcomes are unrelated to whether the nominee was chosen primarily by party insiders or by voters;
WHEREAS Article Two, Sub-section 4(g) of the Charter of the Democratic Party of the United States provides for unpledged/uncommitted delegates to be selected as a result of the choice of voters, not the DNC;
WHEREAS Article Two, Sub-section 4(h) of the Charter of the Democratic Party of the United States establishes and defines the role of superdelegates.
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that we, the Jefferson County Democrats, in order to make presidential nominations more democratic, call on the Washington State Democratic Party to instruct its representatives on the Democratic National Committee to take the appropriate steps to eliminate the role of superdelegates by deleting Article Two, Sub-section 4(h) of the Charter of the Democratic Party of the United States.
Submitted by the Jefferson County Democrats to the Washington State Democratic Central Committee for consideration at its meeting scheduled for September 15-17, 2017.
Submitted to the Jefferson County Democrats on April 25, 2017 by:
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Supporting Documentation
Lines 4-11 – Superdelegates are Undemocratic and Unrepresentative
PewResearchCenter – FACTANK article by Drew DeSilver dated May 5, 2016, “Who are the Democratic superdelegates” at http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2016/05/05/who-are-the-democratic-superdelegates/
Lines 13-16 – Restricting the Role of Superdelegates
THE HILL, Democrats vote to overhaul superdelegate system; 7/23/16, by Evelyn Rupert; http://thehill.com/blogs/blog-briefing-room/news/288989-democrats-vote-to-reform-super-delegate-system. 
The article states “The Democratic Rules Committee approved nearly unanimously an amendment that preserves the existing superdelegate role for elected U.S. lawmakers and governors, but will bind the remaining superdelegates — roughly two-thirds — to primary and caucus results.” However, there are no guarantees this reform will take effect because:
· The new rule “will still need to be formally approved by the Democratic National Committee (DNC)”
· The new rule establishes a “Unity Commission” to make recommendations on the reforms”, and this commission consists of 21 members, 12 supporters of Clinton and only 9 supporters of Sanders.
· “The commission would report its recommendations by Jan. 1, 2018, with the Rules and Bylaws Committee taking action on its report within six months.”
Additionally, nothing in the new rule prohibits a superdelegate from campaigning for a candidate during the primaries or from being a lobbyist, nor does it address the disparity in gender, race or age. I believe a superdelegate has a responsibility for fairness and objectivity during the primaries above and beyond other citizens and to avoid excessive influence of voters. Support for this resolution could motivate the Unity Commission and the DNC to approve our approach, make further improvements or at least approve the new rule without dilution.
Lines 18-24 –  Pros & Cons of Superdelegates
Until 1970 Democratic Party insiders had chosen presidential nominees with little or no participation by the voters. In 1970, after the establishment candidate Hubert Humphrey's loss in 1968, the party changed the rules so that the presidential nominee would be selected by the voters in primary elections and caucuses. However, after February 1982, and the disastrous loss by George McGovern in 1972 (partly due to the third-party candidate George Wallace), and by Jimmy Carter in 1980, the party changed the rules again to a hybrid approach in which the nominee would be chosen by pledged delegates selected as a result of voting in primary elections and caucuses and by superdelegates consisting of party insiders. Once again, the establishment candidate (Hillary Clinton) lost the general election, in which significant congressional losses also occurred. So, it seems that winning or losing the presidential election does not depend on whether party insiders or the voters control the selection of the nominee. The question is, should the voters alone decide on the nominee to make the process more democratic or should there be a hybrid approach that includes an improved balance with unpledged party insiders. For more details, read the following articles:
· Superdelegate; From Wikipedia: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Superdelegate.
A History of 'Super-Delegates' in the Democratic Party; John F. Kennedy School of Government, Harvard University; 2007?; by Elaine Kamarck; https://www.hks.harvard.edu/news-events/news/news-archive/history-of-superdelegates.
· A Brief History of Superdelegates; DAILY KOS; February 15, 2008. by poblano; http://www.dailykos.com/story/2008/2/15/457181/-.
· Democrats' superdelegate system unfair and undemocratic; THE HILL; March 11, 2016; by Mark Plotkin; http://thehill.com/blogs/pundits-blog/presidential-campaign/272638-democrats-superdelegate-system-is-unfair-and. 
Lines 26-37 –  Charter of the Democratic Party of the United States
http://s3.amazonaws.com/uploads.democrats.org/Downloads/DNC_Charter__Bylaws_9.17.15.pdf. 
Article 2, Section 4  begins on page 2 of the Charter and describes the processes through which delegates to the national convention shall be chosen. 
Article 2, Sub-Section 4(g)states that such processes: “prohibit unpledged and uncommitted delegates, except delegates or alternates expressing an uncommitted preference shall be permitted to be elected at the district level, in which event, if such preference meets the applicable threshold and qualifies for at-large or similar delegates or alternates, such at-large or similar delegates or alternates shall be allocated to that uncommitted preference as if it were a presidential candidate,”
Article 2, Sub-Section 4(h) begins on page 2 of the Charter and states: “notwithstanding any provision to the contrary in this Section: 

(i) provide for all of the members of the Democratic National Committee to serve as 
unpledged delegates, 

(ii) permit unpledged delegates consisting of: 


1) the President and Vice President of the United States, if Democrats, 


2) the Democratic members of the United States Senate and the Democratic 

members of the House of Representatives, 


3) the Democratic Governors, 


4) former Democratic Presidents and Vice Presidents of the United States, 


5) former Democratic Majority and Minority Leaders of the United States Senate, 


6) former Democratic Speakers and Minority Leaders of the United States House 

of Representatives, 


7) former Chairs of the Democratic National Committee, 


8) such delegates shall not be permitted to have alternates and such delegates shall 


constitute an exception to Subsection (b) of this Section 4.”
