
Response to Proposed Resolution Removing Members of 
the DCRP State Central Committee 

First, who is the State Central Committee? 
Utah Republican Party Constitution - 2017 Official Version 
Art. IV. State Central Committee.  
A. Powers. The State Central Committee (SCC) shall be the 
governing and policy-making body of the Party.  
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Many of these clauses rely on data based on numbers and 
percentages of SCC members. This is from the State Party: 
 
SCC Attendance Statistics for the last 4 meetings: 
Date 11/4/17 12/16/17 1/27/18 2/24/18 

Present 115 70 129 82 

Fed Delegation 1 0 1 1 

Excused 21 17 18 47 

Un-excused 38 86 31 44 

Total Members 175 173 179 174 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
The signatories of this resolution are not members of the SCC. 
They have not been present at the meetings or involved in any 
way. Their claims are not based upon any directly observed 
actions at SCC meetings.  They attribute motives to actions 
that cannot possibly be determined by any except the 
individual members. Assertions are therefore hearsay.  
 
2 WHEREAS, a vocal minority of 51 members of the SCC 
have recently called two emergency meetings when no 
bona fide emergency existed; 
Actually, no “emergency” meeting was called. Two “special” 
meetings were called in accordance with the Bylaws: 

Art. IV. C. Meetings. The State Central Committee shall 
meet at least quarterly. The Chair or 25% of all the voting 
members of the State Central Committee may call a special 
State Central Committee meeting. 

25% of SCC members have the same authority to call a 
meeting as does the Chair, who may also call special meetings 
above and beyond the 4 required by the Constitution. 
25% of 179 members = 43, hence 28.5% of the members 
called for a meeting.  More were willing to sign the call, but 
were unnecessary since the requirement was more than met. 
Calling for a meeting does not mean a member attended. It is 
also absolutely no indication of how they voted.  
As in most organizations, a majority of the members present is 
needed to pass any action, as long as the minimum quorum 
requirement (in this case, 40) has been met.  

B. Quorum. In order to conduct binding business, the State 
Central Committee must have a quorum in attendance, 
defined as 40 voting members. 

No business has ever been passed by a minority of those 
present.  
Using a total of 177 members as a base (rather than those 
present, as provided in the governing documents) a favorable 
vote of 81, in a meeting with 160 members present would be a 
minority of the total membership! This faulty reasoning could 
be used to claim a minority vote of the entire membership has 
occurred in almost every meeting for many years. 
Anyone voting for any action or calling for any meeting could 
be called “vocal”. Expressing (vocalizing) positions and 
opinions by SCC members is exactly what they are elected by 
their County Party members to do. In this case the term “vocal” 
is used as a pejorative and is inappropriate in any proposed 
resolution. 
 
3 WHEREAS, the true purpose of these emergency 
meetings was to undermine Utah GOP chair and to adopt 
bylaws to intentionally violate state law to set up another 
legal challenge; 

The SCC was not trying to undermine the Chair. Since the 
SCC is the governing body (Constitution Art. IV. A), it was the 
Chair who was trying to undermine the will of the SCC in his 
attempts to end the lawsuit against SB 54 in violation of 
repeated votes of the SCC to continue the lawsuit. 
It is unclear how the drafters of this resolution are able to 
determine what is in the minds of the SCC members. 
Define "emergency." Is it an emergency when the chair has 
stated a date by which he will bankrupt the party?  
Is it an emergency when there's an upcoming statewide 
caucus with nothing done and no information disseminated? 
Is it an emergency when there is no approved budget?  
Legal action has been supported on numerous occasions and 
is still the policy and direction of the Party. The actions taken 
were within the authority of the SCC and at the request of the 
three lawyers involved.  
 
4 WHEREAS, 13 of the 16 SCC members FROM Davis 
County have participated in calling emergency SCC 
meetings (and are part of the so-called “Gang of 51”); 
“Gang” is a pejorative term of abuse and disparagement 
inappropriate to any proposed resolution. It is a Breach of 
Decorum.  It is inflammatory language used against members 
who legitimately call a meeting of the organization to which 
they were elected by the County Convention Delegates. 
 
6 WHEREAS, it requires 49 members to call a special 
meeting of the SCC and the Davis 13 represent 26% of 
those who called the emergency meetings; 
False. It only required 44 members (43.25 to call the 12/16/17 
meeting based on 25% of 173 SCC members, and 43.5 to call 
the 2/24/18 meeting based on 25% of 174 SCC members). 
This figure varies depending on the number of current 
vacancies in the SCC. As stated previously, more members 
were willing to sign the call for a special meeting but their 
signatures were not necessary because the threshold had 
been met. 
 
8 WHEREAS, an absurdly low quorum requirement can be 
abused and potentially allow drastic changes to Party 
governing documents to be made by a small minority of 
members; 
This is inflammatory rather than factual, and inappropriate in a 
proposed resolution. “Absurdly” is a pejorative expression 
equivalent to calling the governance of the State Party 
documents absurd. The bylaws were strictly followed in these 
meetings. They have been thoroughly thought out and have 
served the Party well for a many years. 
 
9 WHEREAS, never in the history of the UTGOP has a 
special meeting been called without coordinating with the 
Chair to set the meeting date and secure the meeting 
location; 
There is no proof of this. “Never” is a long time. The Chair was 
invited to each special meeting and informed of the time and 
location, even though there is no requirement within the 
governing documents to do so. 
 

11 WHEREAS, the UTGOP Chair declared the December 
16, 2017 emergency meeting to be invalid because the 
only two people per the UTGOP bylaws who are permitted 
to chair a State Central Committee meeting are the Chair 
or Vice-chair and the meeting did not meet the notice 
requirements; 
This makes no sense. According to this claim, if the Chair and 
Vice-Chair were both incapacitated or unavailable at the same 
time, the SCC couldn't function and would essentially cease to 
exist. In the absence of a stated succession in the Bylaws 
(beyond the Chair and Vice-Chair), Robert’s Rules take over 



(per UTGOP Constitution, Article XIII). A temporary chair (pro-
tem) was elected by the SCC members at the 12/16/17 
meeting, in the absence of the Chair and Vice-Chair, as per 
Robert’s Rules.  The UTGOP Chair attended and chaired the 
2/24/18 special SCC meeting. 
 

12 WHEREAS, at the invalid December 16, 2017 
emergency meeting, 38% of the 184 SCC members were 
credentialed; 
The term "invalid" is untrue and pejorative. 
70 out of 173 SCC members were present, which is 40.5 %.  
70 is 30 more than the 40 required for a quorum, as per the 
Bylaws. That is 175% of the requirement. 
 
15 WHEREAS, the Gang of 51 during the January 27th 
State Central Committee meeting, revoked or denied the 
continued membership status of the Utah Black 
Republican Assembly, the Utah Federation of Republican 
Women, the Young Republicans, the College Republicans, 
the Teenage Republicans (TARS), the Latino Coalition 
Caucus and Rural Utah Republican Alliance pursuant to a 
bylaw authored by Davis County State Central Committee 
member, Don Guymon; 
False. Membership status was refined and a date set whereby 
ALL auxiliaries could easily re-qualify as per Bylaws 3.0.B and 

3.0.C.  In fact, in a regular SCC meeting on 9/9/17, two 
additional auxiliaries were denied membership based on 
the unilateral decision of the officers. The SCC members 
were not allowed their right to vote. 
 
16 WHEREAS, another SCC emergency meeting was held 
on February 24, 2018 by the Gang of 51 pursuant to 
another call that failed to meet notification requirements; 
False. Notification requirements were met (see above).  
 
17 WHEREAS, only 45% of the SCC members were 
credentialed for the February 24, 2018 emergency 
meeting; 
False. 82 out of 174 SCC members (47.1%) were present - 
more than double the 40 required to constitute a quorum, as 
per the Bylaws.  A percentage based upon the total SCC 
membership is irrelevant and has no meaning relative to the 
governing documents. 
 
18 WHEREAS, during the February 24, 2018 emergency 
meeting the Gang of 51 once again changed Party bylaws, 
this time with only 48 votes — which is 27% of the SCC; 
The Bylaw was changed by votes of greater than 2/3 of those 
present at the meeting, as per the Bylaws. 2/3 of 81 
credentialed at the 2/24/18 meeting is 54, therefore some of 
those votes were from people other than the 51 who called the 
meeting and some of those 51 members were not even at the 
meeting.  A percentage based upon the total SCC membership 
is irrelevant and has no meaning relative to the governing 
documents.   
 
All these allegations of misconduct based on numbers or 
percentages are sensationalism; taking a fact and 
emotionalizing it to manipulate the reader.  
 
19 WHEREAS, the bylaw changes during the special 
February meeting immediately forced forfeiture of party 
membership of any and all signature gathering candidates 
in Congressional Districts 1 & 2; 
This is false.  There were no signature-gathering candidates in 
Congressional Districts 1 & 2.  The Bylaw was specifically 
written so as to have NO effect on ANY campaigns at that 
time. 
 

20 WHEREAS, the bylaw changes included a purity test for 
candidates as well as violated the UTGOP Constitution 
Article 1(B), the 14th Amendment to the United States 
Constitution and state law; 
False.  There is no "purity test". The Bylaw reaffirmed the 
requirement for candidates to disclose their support or 
objection to the Party Platform in the UTGOP Bylaws, Section 
8.0 - Candidate Certification and Disclosure which has been in 
the Bylaws for many years.  
 
24 WHEREAS, the Davis 13 have participated in and were 
complicit in passing bylaw changes that they admitted 
were in direct violation of State and Federal law; 
It was clearly stated when the Bylaw was proposed and voted 
on that the Bylaw was designed to challenge the law and 
create standing to obtain a court ruling  
Not all DCRP SCC members attended that meeting. 
“Complicit” is inflammatory language and inappropriate for use 
in a proposed Resolution.  
 
25 WHEREAS, the Davis 13 are not accountable to the 
people they represent; 
Most of the DCRP SCC members were elected based on their 
defense of the Caucus/Convention system from the divisive 
Count My Vote initiative, and to continue our lawsuit against 
SB54. In the 1/27/18 meeting, all Davis County attendees 
except Kathleen Anderson voted to allow the lawsuit to finish. 
 

26 NOW, THEREFORE, LET IT BE RESOLVED that the 
members of the Davis 13 who were voted in as at-large 
members should be immediately removed as Davis 
County SCC members; 
This violates the Utah Republican Party Bylaws: 

B. Membership. The voting members of the State Central 
Committee shall consist of the State Party Chair, State 
Party Vice-Chair, State Party Secretary, State Party 
Treasurer, National Committeeman, National 
Committeewoman, Chair and Vice-Chair of each County 
Republican Party, County Representatives elected at the 
county organizing conventions, and Presidents or Chairs 
of any organization designated as a Party Auxiliary by the 
State Central Committee. 

This also violates the Davis County Republican Party Bylaws: 
4.4 Election of State Central Committee Members. 
(1) The Party Chair and Vice Chair shall serve as members 
of the State Central Committee. 
(2) The remaining number of members of the State Central 
Committee from Davis County shall be elected for a two [2] 
year term by the County Delegates at the County 
Convention in an odd-numbered year. 

The only procedure in the Bylaws for removal from office, 
including SCC membership, is through the Ethics process as 
outlined in the DCRP Bylaws.  
 
29 LET IT BE FURTHER RESOLVED, that the vacancies 
created by the removal of these DCRP SCC members be 
filled in accordance with the DCRP bylaws beginning with 
Kathleen Anderson on the alternate list and continuing on 
until the list is exhausted; 
It is inappropriate to use a Resolution to try to remove elected 
representatives with whom one disagrees.   
 
30 FINALLY, LET IT BE RESOLVED, that all DCRP SCC 
members be required to have a roll call vote for all votes 
taken in all SCC meetings. 
Control of the State Central Committee meetings is not within 
the scope and purview of the Davis County Republican Party. 
 


