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PROJECTED DELEGATE COUNT 
FOR THE DEMOCRATIC NOMINATION FOR PRESIDENT
Obama leads projection but misses projected majority 

by one delegate vote, even counting all of his own superdelegates

*

Tiny possibility that Clinton’s margins in remaining states
might legitimatize her use of her lead in superdelegates

Lead
Obama
Clinton
Edwards

156
1201
1045
26
Current Expected Pledged Delegates

-7
487
494
0
Remaining Projected Pledged Delegates**
149
1688
1539
26
Projected Total Pledged Delegates

-75
171
246
0
Current Endorsed Superdelegates

-50
164
214
0
Projected Remaining Superdelegates

-125
335
460
0
Projected Total Superdelegates

24
2023*
1999*
26*
Projected Final Delegate Total (if contest)
*2025 delegates are necessary to win a technical majority in a contested race (ex-FL, MI) (before Sen. Lieberman was disenfranchised. 2024 may be necessary now). **Remaining Projected Pledged Delegates are based on victories (51-53%) over Obama (47-49%)
James Brodbelt Harris, CFA, is a Central Ohio based financial analyst and Reagan Republican, who ran a protest campaign in a primary election in 2006 against a corrupt former Congressman. Harris periodically writes essays on economics and politics. In this paper, Harris has calculated the projected Democratic National Convention (DNC) Final Delegate Count in the Presidential race. Unsatisfied with available resources for projections, he has personally calculated the anticipated delegate count based on all available information (see Sources, next page).
SOURCES:

1. The Call for the 2008 Democratic National Convention (Feb. 2, 2007), enumerating the pledged and unpledged delegate allocations per state, ex-Florida and ex-Michigan

2. The New York Times, online, and CNN.com, (Feb. 22, 2008), outlining the expected awarded delegates and popular vote percentages in previously contested states
3. Politico.com, online (Feb. 22, 2008), identifying the currently known endorsements of Superdelegates
4. AP news service and other reliable polls (as of Feb. 22, 2008), identifying polling in the larger states (Ohio, Texas, Pennsylvania, etc.) remaining

Current Delegate vote totals calculate only previously counted delegates with various methodologies, and show Obama with about 52% of elected, pledged delegates so far, which slightly under-represent his popular vote and caucus victories. However, there are tools presently available that give a more complete portrait of where the final outcome of the race currently stands, ignoring issues of momentum, fund raising, and perception.
This author has created a simple spreadsheet model that incorporates the information available that reliably predicts the final outcome of this creeping nomination contest, just as a network might project a winner with only a certain percentage of the vote counted on election night. In sum, the author has:

Methodology:

1. Identified currently known elected delegates in previous states

2. Allocated the remaining pledged delegates in those states based on the popular election returns per state

3. Identified the currently expected popular vote outcome in remaining states (based on polling and neighboring state outcomes)

4. Allocated the statewide pledged delegates in the remaining states based on the expected popular vote outcomes

5. Identified the currently endorsed superdelegates per candidate, per state
6. Allocated the remaining superdelegates based upon the statewide endorsement rate per candidate

7. Calculated the current and projected delegate counts, including elected delegates, elected delegates in remaining contests, superdelegates (including add-ons), and remaining superdelegates.

8. Calculated the marginal effect on the race under certain scenarios, such as if Clinton performs 1%, 2% or 5% better than expected.
FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS:

1. The race for nomination based on elected delegates is all but over, with only an extremely small chance for Clinton to catch up with and surpass Obama in elected delegate totals (ex-Florida, ex-Michigan) in remaining States. Not only must she win, but she must win with enormous margins. The chance is almost, but not quite, nil.
2. The large expected margin of earned elected delegates for Obama is expected to be more than the large expected margin of endorsed superdelegates for Clinton.
3. The currently projected final delegate count for Obama gives him a commanding plurality even after including all superdelegates, but technically leaves him one delegate short of a majority in the base analysis.
4. There is no circumstance in which Obama wins a contested nomination without using his own superdelegates. In no contested convention will Obama support counting elected delegate votes in Florida or Michigan.
5. There is no circumstance in which the DNC convention rules and processes will not leave some Democrats believing the outcome was unfair (Florida, Michigan, caucuses, superdelegates, Edwards’ delegates).
6. If Clinton’s expected popular vote margin rises above expectation, then the Obama’s expected pledged delegate lead may narrow, but the legitimacy of using the Clinton superdelegate lead only rises if the Obama pledged delegate lead drops below 100
7. Clinton’s ability to utilize the superdelegates to win the nomination outright or to force a floor vote to include Florida’s and Michigan’s delegates to support her win depends upon the elected delegate margin becoming much smaller, by some unquantifiable factor of perceived legitimacy.
8. Technically, the currently expected plurality for Obama in total delegates could miss a nomination by one vote if Clinton’s expected delegates and superdelegates combine with those already earned by Edwards. (no Sen. Lieberman vote).
9. Based on current projections, the probability of Obama losing the nomination is very low, but rises with each 1% gain in Clinton’s popular vote margins in remaining states.

10. Clinton must win Texas, Ohio, and Pennsylvania with 55% or more merely to slow Obama, to allow her greater legitimacy to use her projected superdelegate margin. 
11. According to Politico.com, the Democrat Superdelegates are almost evenly split among Elected Officials (Governors, Members of Congress), but are tilted 2 to 1 towards Clinton among partisans in the leadership of the Democratic Party.
12. Clinton leads in Superdelegates not only in large Coastal states, but in Southern states where Obama won with large popular vote margins.
13. Most of the states in which the projected Clinton superdelegate endorsement rate margins exceed the Obama popular vote margin are in the South, possibly evidence not only of support for Clinton but of an unkind aversion to Obama.
14. Ohio’s projected elected delegates are likely to be closely split, but the superdelegate delegation (including Strickland and Redfern) will likely endorse Clinton if the race remains contested, repudiating many Ohio Democrats for Obama. 
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IA

45

12

57

1/3

56

44

16

15

14

1

7

5

2

23

20

14

-1%

NH

22

8

30

1/8

48

52

9

9

4

0

5

3

2

14

12

4

-12%

MI

0

0

0

1/15

50

50

0

0

0

0

0

0

0%

NV

25

9

34

1/19

47

53

13

12

1

3

6

-3

16

18

14%

SC

45

9

54

1/26

67

33

25

12

8

13

3

6

-3

28

18

8

34%

FL

0

0

0

1/29

40

60

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

-10%

AL

52

8

60

2/5

57

43

27

25

2

2

6

-4

29

31

32%

AK

13

5

18

2/5

75

25

9

4

5

2

3

-1

11

7

25%

AS

3

6

9

2/5

50

50

1

2

-1

2

4

-2

3

6

17%

AZ

56

11

67

2/5

45

55

25

31

-6

4

7

-3

29

38

12%

AR

35

12

47

2/5

28

72

8

27

-19

0

12

-12

8

39

28%

CA

370

70

440

2/5

45

55

163

207

-44

20

50

-30

183

257

17%

CO

55

15

70

2/5

68

32

37

18

19

7

8

-1

44

26

18%

CT

48

12

60

2/5

52

48

26

22

4

10

2

8

36

24

-34%

DE

15

8

23

2/5

56

44

9

6

3

0

8

-8

9
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56%
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87
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2/5

68

32

61

26

35

6

9

-3

67

35

25%

ID

18

5

23

2/5

82

18

15

3

12

5

0

5

20

3

-18%
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153

30

183

2/5
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34

104

49

55

30

0

30

134

49

-34%

KS

32

9

41

2/5

74

26

23

9

14

7

2

5

30

11

-1%

MA

93

28

121

2/5

58

42

38

55

-17

15

13

2

53

68

5%

MN

72

16

88

2/5

67

33

48

24

24

11

5

6

59

29

0%

MO

72

16

88

2/5

51

49

36

36

0

8

8

0

44

44

1%

NJ

107

20

127

2/5

45

55

48

59

-11

5

15

-10

53

74

18%

NM

26

12

38

2/5

49

51

12

14

-2

2

10

-8

14

24

35%

NY

232

50

282

2/5

41

59

93

139

-46

1

49

-48

94

188

39%

ND

13

8

21

2/5

62

38

8

5

3

8

0

8

16

5

-38%

OK

38

10

48

2/5

36

64

14

24

-10

5

5

0

19

29

-14%

TN

68

17

85

2/5

43

57

29

39

-10

8

9

-1

37

48

-7%

UT

23

6

29

2/5

59

41

14

9

5

2

4

-2

16

13

26%

LA

56

10

66

2/9

61

39

34

22

12

0

10

-10

34

32

61%

NE

24

7

31

2/9

68

32

16

8

8

7

0

7

23

8

-32%

VI

3

6

9

2/9

50

50

3

3

4

2

2

7

2

-17%

WA

78

19

97

2/9

69

31

53

25

28

8

11

-3

61

36

29%

ME

24

9

33

2/10

60

40

15

9

6

4

5

-1

19

14

10%

DA

7

4

11

2/12

50

50

4

3

1

3

2

1

7

5

-10%

DC

15

24

39

2/12

76

24

12

3

9

10

14

-4

22

17

36%

MD

70

30

100

2/12

62

38

43

27

16

8

22

-14

51

49

35%

VA

83

18

101

2/12

65

35

54

29

25

7

11

-4

61

40

25%

HI

20

9

29

2/19

76

24

13

7

6

3

6

-3

16

13

43%

WI

74

18

92

2/19

59

41

43

31

12

13

5

8

56

36

-16%

OH

141

21

162

3/4

47

53

66

75

-9

7

14

-7

73

89

14%

RI

21

12

33

3/4

53

47

11

10

1

2

10

-8

13

20

33%

TX

193

35

228

3/4

49

51

95

98

-3

11

24

-13

106

122

17%

VT

15

8

23

3/4

55

45

8

7

1

7

1

6

15

8

-28%

WY

12

6

18

3/8

65

35

8

4

4

6

0

6

14

4

-35%

MS

33

7

40

3/10

55

45

18

15

3

7

0

7

25

15

-45%

PA

158

29

187

4/22

47

53

74

84

-10

5

24

-19

79

108

28%

IN

72

11

83

5/6

45

55

32

40

-8

2

9

-7

34

49

25%

NC

115

19

134

5/6

60

40

69

46

23

14

5

9

83

51

-15%

GU

4

5

9

5/9

50

50

2

2

0

2

3

-1

4

5

0%

WV

28

11

39

5/13

37

63

10

18

-8

0

11

-11

10

29

37%

KY

51

9

60

5/20

40

60

20

31

-11

2

7

-5

22

38

15%

OR

52

13

65

5/20

61

39

32

20

12

4

9

-5

36

29

28%

MT

16

8

24

6/3

65

35

10

6

4

8

0

8

18

6

-35%

SD

15

8

23

6/3

65

35

10

5

5

8

0

8

18

5

-35%

PR

55

8

63

6/7

40

60

22

33

-11

3

5

-2

25

38

0%

Un

0

4

4

8/8

50

50

0

2

2

0

2

2

0%

TOTAL

3253

795

4048

1688

1539

26

149

335

460

-126

2023

1999

26


In the preceding Excel spreadsheet, the current projected Delegate Count after accounting for all contests, polls, superdelegate endorsements and superdelegate state extrapolations, Obama misses a majority by one vote (assuming no Sen. Lieberman vote).
Thus, even in the base scenario where Clinton is expected to narrowly win Texas, Ohio, and Pennsylvania (by 2 to 6% margins), she clearly has no mathematical chance at the nomination since her projected superdelegate lead (126) does not make up for the large projected elected delegate lead for Obama (149). 

If Clinton’s popular vote expectations in remaining states (for example, an estimated 51-49 division in Texas) would rise by about 1.5% (for example, to 52-48 in Texas and similar rises in each remaining state), then Obama’s lead in elected delegates would drop (to 126), exactly matching Clinton’s projected superdelegate advantage, leaving each candidate with a projected 2011 total delegates. Even at that point, the question of using her superdelegate advantage to overturn the popular margin for Obama (126) would be an incredibly disruptive decision. The legitimacy of that act (and the control over her wavering “projected” superdelegate group) probably rises only if the elected delegate margin drops to below 100 for Obama (possible if Clinton’s expected popular vote increased by about 3% in all remaining states). At that point, Clinton, with her superdelegates, would have the necessary 2025 delegates for nomination.

If Clinton’s popular vote percentage in all remaining states increased by 8% across the board in remaining states, then she could offset the projected Obama pledged delegate margin, without using any of her superdelegates. With any margin of total delegates, Clinton, could ask the conventioneers to seat the Florida and Michigan delegates to increase her popular vote legitimacy, but that seems impossible without commanding a majority of the delegates outright, or convincing the small number of Edwards delegates or Obama defectors to join in such a rules challenge on the floor.

In sum, though the race has been extremely close, the possibility of the likely result (Obama’s nomination) being overturned or even turned into a real contest is very low. Clinton’s only chance is to win Texas, Ohio, and Pennsylvania with the projected 51-53% contemplated in this analysis, and to increase her popular support in these and remaining states by another 2 to 5%, and then to try to use her superdelegate margin.
There is a great deal of uncertainty in how pledged delegates will be awarded, how remaining superdelegates will vote, and if any delegates will change their minds (including superdelegates and Edwards delegates). However, balancing all uncertainties together leaves but one conclusion: the race has been close, but a Clinton victory is extremely unlikely. The probabilities of a Clinton nomination on Intrade (18.9%) and Iowa Elections Markets (16.3%) seem very overstated.
Bill Clinton claims that Texas and Ohio wins are required for his wife’s nomination. This author’s analysis predicts that only big wins in these remaining states (and better margins in those remaining) along with a steely enforcement of her superdelegate margin will be enough to get her close to the nomination.
Sensitivity Analysis:

If Clinton’s Expected Popular Vote Margins Increase In All Remaining States:
BY ONE PERCENT:

Lead
Obama
Clinton
Edwards

156
1201
1045
26
Current Expected Pledged Delegates

-21
480
501
0
Remaining Projected Pledged Delegates**
135
1681
1546
26
Projected Total Pledged Delegates

-75
171
246
0
Current Endorsed Superdelegates

-50
164
214
0
Projected Remaining Superdelegates

-125
335
460
0
Projected Total Superdelegates

10
2016*
2006*
26*
Projected Final Delegate Total (if contest)
BY TWO PERCENT:

Lead
Obama
Clinton
Edwards

156
1201
1045
26
Current Expected Pledged Delegates

-43
469
512
0
Remaining Projected Pledged Delegates**
113
1670
1557
26
Projected Total Pledged Delegates

-75
171
246
0
Current Endorsed Superdelegates

-50
164
214
0
Projected Remaining Superdelegates

-125
335
460
0
Projected Total Superdelegates

-12
2005*
2017*
26*
Projected Final Delegate Total (if contest)
BY FIVE PERCENT:

Lead
Obama
Clinton
Edwards

156
1201
1045
26
Current Expected Pledged Delegates

-103
440
543
0
Remaining Projected Pledged Delegates**
53
1641
1588
26
Projected Total Pledged Delegates

-75
171
246
0
Current Endorsed Superdelegates

-50
164
214
0
Projected Remaining Superdelegates

-125
335
460
0
Projected Total Superdelegates

-72
1976*
2048*
26*
Projected Final Delegate Total (if contest)
Projected Popular Vote Totals Assumed in Remaining States in Base Case Analysis

State
Pl. Del.
Date
% Obama
% Clinton
Del. Obama
Del. Clinton

OH
141
3/4
47
53
66
75

RI
21
3/4
53
47
11
10

TX
193
3/4
49
51
95
98

VT
15
3/4
55
45
8
7

WY
12
3/8
65
35
8
4

MS
33
3/10
55
45
18
15

PA
158
4/22
47
53
74
84

IN
72
5/6
45
55
32
40

NC
115
5/6
60
40
69
46

GU
4
5/9
50
50
2
2

WV
28
5/13
37
63
10
18

KY
51
5/20
40
60
20
31

OR
52
5/20
61
39
32
20

MT
16
6/3
65
35
10
6

SD
15
6/3
65
35
10
5

PR
55
6/7
40
60
22
33


981



487
494
Obama, Clinton, and Edwards Projected Delegates: Worst 14 States

Ranked by Obama’s Superdelegate Loss Rate

[image: image2.emf]State Pledged Delegates Unpledged Delegates Total Delegates Date Obama mod. % Clinton mod % Obama Pledged Delegates Clinton Pledged Delegates Edwards Pledged Delegates Sup Sup Obama superdelegate percentage Obama expected delegates and superdelegates Clinton expected delegates and superdelegates Edwards expected delegates and superdelegates Loss: Obama primary % minus Obama superdelegate %

LA 56 10 66 2/9 61 39 34 22 0 10 -10 0% 34 32 61%

DE 15 8 23 2/5 56 44 9 6 0 8 -8 0% 9 14 56%

HI 20 9 29 2/19 76 24 13 7 3 6 -3 33% 16 13 43%

NY 232 50 282 2/5 41 59 93 139 1 49 -48 2% 94 188 39%

WV 28 11 39 5/13 37 63 10 18 0 11 -11 0% 10 29 37%

DC 15 24 39 2/12 76 24 12 3 10 14 -4 40% 22 17 36%

MD 70 30 100 2/12 62 38 43 27 8 22 -14 27% 51 49 35%

NM 26 12 38 2/5 49 51 12 14 2 10 -8 14% 14 24 35%

SC 45 9 54 1/26 67 33 25 12 8 3 6 -3 33% 28 18 8 34%

RI 21 12 33 3/4 53 47 11 10 2 10 -8 20% 13 20 33%

AL 52 8 60 2/5 57 43 27 25 2 6 -4 25% 29 31 32%

WA 78 19 97 2/9 69 31 53 25 8 11 -3 40% 61 36 29%

PA 158 29 187 4/22 47 53 74 84 5 24 -19 19% 79 108 28%

AR 35 12 47 2/5 28 72 8 27 0 12 -12 0% 8 39 28%


The State delegate projections were ranked by the projected Loss rate for Obama. This Loss rate for Obama is defined, per state, as:

The Percentage Popular vote rate (achieved or expected)

MINUS

The Superdelegate Endorsement rate (announced and extrapolated)

A high Loss rate co-exists with large Obama popular majorities and low superdelegate endorsement rates. The anomalies in New York and Arkansas are obviously explained because of the personal ties to Mrs. Clinton, however the overwhelming larger trend is that the state superdelegate delegations in the South are comprised of superdelegates who are backing Clinton over the will of their populations expressed in the Southern primaries.
Southern or border states with large Loss rates for Obama in this context include:

Louisiana, Delaware, West Virginia, the District of Columbia, Maryland, New Mexico, South Carolina, Alabama, and Arkansas. 

In these 14 states, Mrs. Clinton earns a 155 delegate margin of projected superdelegates, more than her entire margin for all 50 states. In sum, while New York, Illinois and Arkansas might balance each other as contributing disproportionately to Obama and Clinton as favorite son and favorite daughter, most states’ superdelegate delegations are breaking for Clinton, with most of her superdelegate margin coming from the South in states where she did not win. When one considers that the Democratic National Committee members (and any similar superdelegate, aka an Unelected Partisan) are disproportionately committed to Clinton by a two to one margin (in contrast to the elected officials serving as superdelegates), there is but one conclusion considering all likely scenarios: If Clinton ever wins the nomination, then she will have won with Unelected Partisan Superdelegates from the South in states where Obama won.
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