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Legislative

Report Card

The Coalition Represents

10 Chambers of Commerce and
8 State Legislative Districts

A special thanks to our coalition sponsors...

www.eastkingchambers.org

As the new chair of the East King County Chambers of Commerce Legislative Coalition, my fi rst offi cial 
duty is to present this year’s Coalition Report Card highlighting how our Eastside legislators voted on 
business issues during this last session in Olympia. The Report Card serves two important purposes:  
fi rst, to send a clear message to our legislative representatives that we are committed to improving our 
economy through sustainable job growth in the private sector and secondly, to alert our members to the 
importance of identifying those legislators who are most closely aligned with our Legislative Agenda.

The Report Card consists of 12 total bills falling within the Coalition’s focus areas.  We included two pieces 
of legislation for each of our three priority areas of transportation, economic development and business 
taxation.  Of the 12 total bills, the Coalition supported seven and was opposed to fi ve.*

We believe you will fi nd this report card instructive. As always, The Coalition’s forty delegates, (representing 
ten chambers of commerce in East King County) are committed to understanding the issues and look 
forward to working with all our legislators as we advocate for those issues affecting jobs, business and 
commerce in this great State of Washington. 

Sincerely,

Shane Davies
Chair 2010-2011
East King County Chambers of 
Commerce Legislative Coalition

*Methodology: Legislation was selected based on relevance to the Coalition’s Legislative Agenda distributed in January.  Two bills 
were selected for each of the Coalition’s three priority areas, giving these issues more weight on the report card.  If a legislator 
voted “yes” on a bill supported by the Coalition they received a point.  If a legislator voted “no” on a bill opposed by the Coalition 
they received a point.  Any absence was seen as opposition to the Coalition.  A legislator’s total points were divided by 12, the total 
number of bills in the scorecard, to give them their fi nal score.
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Bill Number 6143 6130 6444 2933 6381 6392 6706 6503 6658 6373 2716 1714
House Vote 52-44 51-47 54-43 90-4 78-19 78-19 90-2 50-38 96-1 79-19 94-3 60-35
Senate Vote 25-21 26-21 25-21 - 37-11 37-10 45-0 26-14 46-0 41-4 - 47-1

Coalition Position O O O S S S S O S S S O 2010 
Score

2010 
Percentage

2009 
Score

Rep Anderson R-5 N N N Y Y Y Y E Y Y N N 10 83% 93%
Rep Chase D-32 Y Y Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 6 50% 56%
Rep Clibborn D-41 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 7 58% 68%
Rep Eddy D-48 Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 8 67% 62%
Rep Ericks D-1 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 7 58% 62%
Rep Goodman D-45 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 7 58% 62%
Rep Hasegawa D-11 Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y 4 33% 53%
Rep Hudgins D-11 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y Y Y 8 67% 62%
Rep Hunter D-48 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 7 58% 56%
Rep Kagi D-32 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 7 58% 62%
Rep Maxwell D-41 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y E Y Y Y Y 6 50% 62%
Rep O'Brien D-1 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y 6 50% 68%
Rep Pettigrew D-37 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 7 58% 62%
Rep Rodne R-5 N N N Y Y Y Y N Y N Y N 11 92% 100%
Rep Santos D-37 N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 8 67% 56%
Rep Simpson D-47 N Y N Y N Y Y N Y Y Y Y 9 75% 62%
Rep Springer D-45 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 7 58% 62%
Rep Sullivan D-47 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 7 58% 62%
Senator Fairley D-32 Y Y Y - Y Y Y Y Y E - Y 4 40% 57%
Senator Gordon D-41 Y Y Y - Y Y E Y Y Y - Y 4 40% -
Senator Kauffman D-47 N N Y - Y Y Y Y Y Y - Y 7 70% 62%
Senator Kline D-37 Y Y Y - Y N Y Y Y Y - Y 4 40% 60%
Senator McAuliffe D-1 Y Y Y - Y Y Y Y Y Y - Y 5 50% 62%
Senator Oemig D-45 Y Y Y - Y Y Y E Y Y - Y 5 50% 56%
Senator Pfl ug R-5 N E N - N Y Y N Y Y - Y 7 70% 93%
Senator Prentice D-11 Y Y Y - Y Y Y Y Y Y - Y 5 50% 57%
Senator Tom D-48 N Y N - Y Y Y E Y Y - Y 7 70% 62%
Governor Gregoire D L L L - PV PV L PV L L - PV
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Legend
S - Supported by EKCCCLC
O - Opposed by EKCCCLC
Y - Yes Vote
N - No Vote
E - Excused
A - Absent
L - Governor signed into law
PV - Governor partial veto


