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Jesse Teitelbaum: Good afternoon. 

 

Paul Drucker:  Good afternoon. 

 

JT:  I am here with Paul Drucker, [a] Democrat who represented the 157
th

 District, sections of 

Chester and Montgomery Counties, from 2009 to 2010. Thanks for being with me. 

 

PD:  Thank you for having me. 

 

JT:  I’d like to ask you a series of questions regarding your time here in the House.  We’ll start 

at the beginning. Tell me a little bit about your childhood, your family life; maybe some of the 

things that helped you prepare for public service? 

 

PD:  Preparing for public service was being in the wrong spot at the wrong time.  I was born in 

Rutherford, New Jersey which is a little town in North Jersey.  I grew up there, went to Lehigh 

University, went to Boston University Law School.  When I graduated BU, I came to 

Philadelphia basically because I had a job – you know the old saying – was a job I couldn’t 

afford to turn down; I was clerk in a federal court and I was there for a year.  I looked around and 

decided that I liked Philadelphia.  I like to say that I’m unique in the legal profession in that I’m 

the only lawyer that I know of in Philadelphia that neither grew up in Philadelphia nor went to 

school here.  I came to town by choice and I stayed by choice and I liked it.  I lived in town, I got 

married in 1976 and, my wife and I, we had our first child in [19]78.  In 1980 we moved to Paoli, 
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Tredyffrin Township, in the same house we’ve lived in ever since.  In [19]80 we had our first son 

and in [19]84 had our second son. 

 

JT:  Nice. 

 

PD:  And [we’ve] been there ever since. 

 

JT:  What things in the Philadelphia area that really spoke to you that made you want to stay 

there? 

 

PD:  Well, I always thought it was a vibrant town.  I always thought it was a livable town.  I 

liked the people with whom I was associated; I liked the way law was practiced.  Real estate 

values – not real estate per say – but, the cost of living wasn’t through the roof, and I liked the 

area.  It was a great area. 

 

JT:  I’ll say.  What were some of the things in your life that helped shape you into being a 

Democrat? 

 

PD:  My parents.  My parents were Adlai Stevenson Democrats.  They were the fairest people 

you’ll ever meet.  They believed in the Democratic principles.  That was the house, the type of 

house, I was raised in and it shaped me in terms of political philosophy and how I think one 

should deal with people. 
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JT:  Nice.  Tell me a little bit more again about your educational background and some of the 

positions that you held, your career, and why you think they really helped you in your future 

legislative career? 

 

PD:  I went to public school.  I’m an absolute advocate of the public school system and I’m sure 

a lot of that is because of my public school experience.  I went to Lehigh and Boston University 

then I came down here.  I clerked the federal court for a year then I was in the District Attorney’s 

office under Arlen [Specter]
1
, initially under Arlen [Specter], for four or five years, I forget 

which.  Then I had two little jobs then I went out on my own, my own practice, single 

practitioner, for 20 years, ball-park.  Then joined with a friend of mine and we had a small firm 

for a couple years.  Then I was sort of solo, it was a different relationship with small firms, sort 

of on my own, sort of with a firm.  I was mentor for the United Way, the Agency Management 

Assistance Committee.  We used to help small non-profits.  I was a board of director of 

Pennsylvania’s first initial option bank, which means it started by issuing stock.  I was president 

of my synagogue, I was a hearing committee member for the Pennsylvania Disciplinary Board, 

civil rights member of the Anti-Defamation League; I don’t know [laugh]. 

 

JT:  And a soccer coach, right?  [laugh] 

 

PD:  Yeah, yeah, that’s right. Part-time because I didn’t think that I was able to give the 

commitment that I would always be there, because I was a single practitioner, there were some 

                                                
1
 Arlen Specter, Philadelphia Assistant District Attorney, 1959-1964; assistant counsel, President’s 

Commission on the Assassination of President Kennedy (Warren Commission) 1964; Philadelphia District 
Attorney, 1966-1974; elected to the United States Senate representing Pennsylvania in 1980 and re-
elected in 1986, 1992, 1998 and 2004; unsuccessful candidate for the Senate in 2010.  
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times that I just had to be out of town.   So, I couldn’t commit full-time, so I was always the 

assistant coach.  But I played soccer.  I played it in high school, I played it in college, I played 

semi-pro when I was in high school, so I knew how to play and a lot of the soccer coaches, at 

least then, were parents who were very eager to help but didn’t have the experience playing 

soccer.  I had the experience playing soccer and it was something I enjoyed.  So, yes, soccer 

coach. 

 

JT:  Nice.  I know that some of the Members of the House occasionally get together and play 

different sports like football or racquetball; anybody play soccer? 

 

PD:  I don’t think so.  When I was first asked to play basketball, because I played basketball in 

high school, I asked them if they had a league for Members who were over a certain age.  I 

wasn’t about to play basketball with Mike Gerber [Michael; State Representative, Montgomery 

County, 2005-present] and Tony Peyton [State Representative, Philadelphia County, 2007-

present] [laugh]. 

 

JT:  Do you stay in touch with Arlen Specter at all? 

 

PD:  A little bit.  I mean, certainly during the last two years in my campaign and his campaign to 

a certain extent.  Periodically there were District Attorney functions for the office, I think it was 

– let me get my math correct – we had a 30 year reunion a couple years ago and whenever he ran 

for something, I was always in support of [him].  So, yeah, not really, but yes. 
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JT:  Nice.  What was the motivation for you to run for the Pennsylvania House? 

 

PD:  The motivation was – first of all, I’m not a lifetime politician. I’m about as far away from 

that as you can be. The first time I ever ran for political office was in 2005.  It was a special 

election for the supervisor in my township.  It’s a long story but the Democratic Party came to 

me and asked me to run in Tredyffrin, which doesn’t have a Democratic Party.  So, I ran and I 

won.  I was the first Democrat in the 300-year history of the township. 

 

JT:  Wow. 

 

PD:  I enjoyed it.  I like to think I did a good job, but I know I enjoyed it.  I lost my reelection by 

16 votes; 40 percent Democratic District.  Carole Rubley [State Representative, Chester and 

Montgomery Counties, 1993-2008], who was the State Rep[resentative] for the district, 18 years 

I think, decided she was going to retire.  The Republican nominee was, from my perspective, 

extremely conservative and I didn’t want to give him a free ride.  We didn’t, I didn’t, so I was 

asked then I ran.  Again, first Democrat in the history of the District. 

 

JT:  Indeed.  

 

PD:  Yeah.   

 

JT:  How was campaigning? 
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PD:  Deadly [laugh], just deadly.  I mean, I just had no idea what I was getting myself into.  But 

I know this year, after the election when I lost, just to give you an example: I think I slept 

through the night for the first time that I can remember.  I got up the next day and I was 

exhausted and I said to my wife, “I slept through the night, I’m exhausted.”  She said to me, 

“You’ve been running on empty for three years now.”  It’s non-stop. Anybody who says it’s 

part-time doesn’t know what they’re talking about.  It’s all-encompassing, it’s draining, you 

know, it’s rewarding, I don’t regret it for a second, but it’s hard. 

 

JT:  Yeah.  Did the fact that it is a more of a Republican District make it that much more hard? 

 

PD:  Oh, of course. I think I’m a 40 percent District. I used to joke in caucus that – I forget who 

it was that we were talking; it might have been [Steven] Santarsiero [State Representative, Bucks 

County, 2009-present] that I have the lowest number of Democrats in my district.  Of course I 

did, sure.  It was 40 [percent] R[epublican]’s, 40 [percent] D[emocrat]’s – I think 46 [percent] 

R[epublican]’s – and the rest were the Independent types.  You know, I had to win all the 

Independents or bite into the Republicans. 

 

JT:  You ran on a platform of reform. 

 

PD:  Yes. 

 

JT:  What were your ideas that you wanted to bring to the House that you used in your 

campaigning for the House? 



8 
 

 

PD:  Certainly two years ago, and that was the beginning of Bonusgate, or when the indictments 

came down, I ran on a platform of reform, trying to reform the way we did things. Open things 

up, take away, you know, remove certain privileges and things like that.  I put together a group 

of first-time candidates, I think there were 19 of us, and we put out a platform and we ran on it. 

Unfortunately, and this is what I find most frustrating about my two years, is that very little, if 

any of that, came to fruition.  I mean, we had a good group and we fought and I think we got 

larger, but we didn’t get anything through. 

 

JT:  Is that the – what did you call it?  Penn CPR? 

 

PD:  That’s what the group was that we called ourselves two years ago on the campaign. Yeah, 

boy, Penn CPR candidates, I don’t know, I forget.  Candidates Reform Platform, I think?  

Something like that.  Platform for Reform. 

 

JT:  And you held a press conference with that group. 

 

PD:  On the steps of the Capitol in, I think it was, July.  Historically, I think it was almost 100 

years after the Capitol was begun, because a friend of mine did some research on this and Teddy 

Roosevelt gave a speech on the steps of the Capitol.  I think it was 100 years.  Now, I don’t know 

if it was to the day, but it was certainly 100 years to the year before we had our press conference. 

 

JT:  That’s great. 
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PD:  Yeah, it was. 

 

JT:  Let’s talk about the 157
th

 District.  Tell me about some of the municipalities that are in 

there. 

 

PD:  Well, it’s Tredyffrin Township, which is the largest municipality in Chester County.  

Phoenixville, Schuylkill which is a little township, one district of West Norton, which is in 

Montgomery County, and I think three districts of Lower Providence which is Montgomery 

County.  Ten percent of my district is Montgomery County and 90 percent is Chester County. 

 

JT:  Alright.  Tell me about the people; both maybe culturally or urban versus rural? 

 

PD:  There are differences within the district, but the per capita household income is 90 thousand 

dollars, so I used to also say in caucus not only did I have the lowest percentage of Democrats in 

my district, but I also probably had the highest per capita income in the caucus.  It’s a 

Republican district, it’s economically conservative, it’s socially moderate.  The Democratic 

platform from a social perspective is a good platform for my district.  Phoenixville is 

Democratic; Tredyffrin, Schuylkill are Republican.  I’m not sure about Mont[gomery] Co[unty] 

–  Mont Co has I think probably is now Democratic, but I’m really not sure. 

 

JT:  What were some of the issues that constituents in your district would have brought to you?  
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PD:  Well, in terms of bringing to me, and this is, I think, the best part of being a State 

Rep[resentative], the problems with this [inaudible] or problems with this and we help them.  

That’s different than issues that bothered them about how the State House worked or things like 

that.  I mean the overall issue in the district obviously is jobs.  Even though we are a socially 

successful district, per say if you can say that, the feeling of insecurity over jobs is pervasive.  If 

the person wasn’t looking for the job, they were scared about their job or their neighbor, so it just 

was not healthy economically. 

 

JT:  Going back a little over two years now, then, do you remember your Swearing-In day? 

 

PD:  I think so. 

 

JT:  Not as memorable as? 

 

PD:  Oh, it’s just that there’s been so much that’s, you know, I mean everything is new.  I’m 

beyond a political neophyte.  Most of the people that run have either run before or they work for 

somebody who ran or they have some sort of connection with the process.  I had none of that, so 

I had no preconceptions as to what I was walking in to, what to expect, so virtually everything 

was new to me.   

 

JT:  Okay.   
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PD:  So, yeah, I remember my Swearing-In day, but there were a lot of things that happened to 

me in the last two years that were absolutely brand new, so, you know. 

 

JT:  Would you say that there was anyone in particular that you latched on to, say to help you 

show you around or be a mentor when you first came? 

 

PD:  Well, I think Mike Gerber was very helpful.  Joe Markosek [State Representative, 

Allegheny County, 1983-present] was very helpful.  Dwight Evans [State Representative, 

Philadelphia County, 1981-present] was very helpful.  I think in terms of Members with any kind 

of seniority, they were probably the three that helped me the most. 

 

JT:  Okay.  And the camaraderie within the House then, would you say that you maintained in 

your party, or were you able to cross the party lines and see each other socially? 

 

PD:  Well, first of all, because of my particular circumstances, I wasn’t able to do that at all in 

the sense that I didn’t live in Harrisburg; I took the train.  I went home virtually every night.  I 

was also a freshman, so a lot of the social relationships that the legislators develop amongst 

themselves, I didn’t develop because I wasn’t here for that portion of the experience.  I 

developed some good friendships with the Democrats; I don’t know, maybe one or two 

Republicans that I developed a relationship with, but not really.  That was for a variety of 

reasons and partisanship is one of them. 
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JT:  Sure.  How was your relationship with the media, both here in Harrisburg and in your 

district? 

 

PD:  I thought the media treated me very well.  I thought that I got good press. 

 

JT:  Did you have a newsletter? 

 

PD:  Yes. 

 

JT:  For your constituents? 

 

PD:  Yes. Oh, I think that’s absolutely something that everybody should do. 

 

JT:  In addition to say having a website or? 

 

PD:  I had a newsletter, I had a website, I sent out emails; I kept my constituents as fully 

informed as I thought was possible. 

 

JT:  Let’s go into a little bit about some of the legislation that you were involved in. Again, we 

said earlier that you ran on a platform of reform; was there any piece of reform legislation that 

you were able to sponsor and then bring to the floor? 
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PD:  Yes and no.  And that, to me, is the most frustrating part of my two years here.  I sponsored 

two specific reform bills, actually, one of them came to the floor, but my redistricting bill which 

I thought was a major could-have-been, should-have-been, a major piece of legislation never got 

out of committee.  I sponsored a bill to increase protection for Whistleblowers.  That passed the 

House; it’s as far as it got.  I co-sponsored with a number of my reform partners some other 

reform bills, none of which got out of committee.  And again, that, to me, was the most 

frustrating part of my experience here. 

 

JT:  That was actually going to lead to my question was, did you enjoy committee work?  From 

doing the research you had served on Aging, Children and Youth, Judiciary; was the procedure 

and policy of going through the committees before going to the House frustrating? 

 

PD:  Well, it frustrating in that, let’s take my redistricting bill as an example – it was never 

called in committee and there wasn’t anything that I could do about it.  I mean, when I 

introduced it, the chairman told me it would go through and later I went to the chairman, I said, 

“What’s going on with my bill?” and the answer I got was that leadership didn’t want it.  It was a 

bill I thought should have come up.  I don’t care if it didn’t have the votes to make it, I thought it 

should have come up and I thought it should have hit the floor and we should have voted on it, 

up or down; it never got there. 

 

JT:  Did you happen to see if that happened a lot with others, not just your sponsorship bills but 

other bills where there was frustration among the Members trying to get theirs forward? 
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PD:  Well, I don’t know of any other reform bills that made it to the floor.  I don’t know of any 

other – my whistleblower did – but I don’t know of any other reform bills that came out of 

committee. 

 

JT:  When discussing bills and issues and whether it’s in committee or on the House floor, what 

do you think was the hardest issue you were involved in?  Not necessarily sponsored, but you 

were involved in, during the time you were a legislator? 

 

PD:  Well, I’m not sure I understand, but clearly the budget was the issue.  I mean, the first year, 

that’s all we did.  I mean, we virtually did nothing except the budget.  So, I mean, if I understand 

your question correctly, the budget, absolutely. 

 

JT:  Did you find that you individually were involved heavily when it came to the budget? 

 

PD:  Well, no, actually I wasn’t.  I was not on Appropriations, so my participation consisted of 

caucus discussions and things of that nature and then, ultimately, a vote on the floor.  But, I was 

one of 104, I didn’t have a line-item veto, by the time it came to me, it was a done deal; either it 

was a yea or nay.  I mean, either way I was going to vote for the budget or against the budget.  

The feedback that I had or that I was able to give was given into caucus and taken into effect, 

hopefully, by the Appropriations Committee and then the budget came back from there. 

 

JT:  One of the things you had brought up was Route 422 that goes through part of your district 

–  
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PD:  Yes.  

 

JT:  – and how dangerous some of the sections are. 

 

PD: Yes. 

 

JT:  Do you still think that that Route and that road still needs to be addressed? 

 

PD:  Oh, it’s no question about it.   I mean, the problem is not that it needs to be addressed; the 

problem is how do you address it?  There’s going to be a study that’s going to come out real soon 

that’s going to show that if they don’t do something there will be 20-mile back-ups every day. I 

mean, that’s unacceptable.  Route 422 could well be the economic bread-basket for the southeast.  

Well, if you kill it, then you kill the southeast.  There are all sorts of good things that could be 

done there; wonderful things that will do wonders for the developing area, but you have to figure 

out a way to fix it first.  You can’t just say, “No, we’re not going to do it.”  That’s not an option. 

 

JT:  Would you say that some of the issues that you brought to committee or to the House were 

personal issues or were they constituent-based? 

 

PD:  I’m not sure I understand your question, but I don’t think any of the issues that I brought 

were personal, unless I’m misunderstanding what you’re asking. 
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JT:  For example, with bringing Route 422, was there a group of citizens in your district that 

brought that issue to your or was it just something that you knew about? 

 

PD:  Well, first of all it never got to the House.  I mean, it was just a comment I made in an 

interview.  I was asked if I would support tolling and I don’t remember what my exact answer 

was.  I know I qualified and said under no circumstances would I support local tolling, you know 

on and off, but I felt then as I feel now, you have to fix [Route] 422, and you have to examine all 

possible ways of doing that and raising revenue so that you can do it and you have to examine 

whether or not tolling is appropriate, whether you can do it.  There’s no State money.  There’s no 

Federal money; taxes, I don’t think so.  Some sort of public-private partnership, that’s what 

needs to be examined.  I mean, John Rafferty’s [State Senator, 2002-present] bill is perhaps a 

good starting point, but, you know, we never got there.  You can’t just say no.  That doesn’t 

solve the question, that’s just something we throw out because we’re afraid to take a position or 

figure out how to fix something. 

 

JT:  I get it.  You said that there was a lot of time that you were at the House that you dealt with 

the budget, it was of course a large issue; would you say that there was an average session day 

when you got into – ? 

 

PD:  No.  No. There was no such thing as an average session day.  I mean, I think the best 

session day we had was the session day we had two weeks ago – the last one of the session.  We 

passed a lot of good bills.  But, I don’t think there was such a thing as an average session day. 
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JT:  Was there something that – do you have a favorite aspect of being on the Floor?  Would you 

rather have discussions on the Floor or did you prefer being in committee, did you prefer being 

in your district? 

 

PD:  I think it depends on what’s involved.  From a local perspective, I say me, but I’m talking 

about my staff because I had the most phenomenal staff, we were able to do so much more for 

the district in the district than up here.  We did good things.  We had personal issues, not with 

me, but with constituents and problems and we helped them, which I really think is the most 

important thing that we can do. 

 

JT:  Nice.  With regards to the most recent election, was it more of a difficult election than the 

previous one, in regards to campaigning? 

 

PD:  Well, it certainly was in terms of result.  I don’t think so, because two years ago, everything 

was new.  Like I said, I had never done it before; I had no idea or what was involved.  I ran for 

supervisor; that’s nothing compared to this.  I took a leave of absence in May and was never able 

to get back to my law firm.  I had no idea that that was going to happen.  I had no expectation 

that that’s the time that was going to be involved.  If you don’t have a job that you can stop 

doing, in today’s world, you can’t campaign.  It’s full-time.  If you’re not knocking on doors, 

you’re raising money; that’s the reality. 

 

JT:  What are your plans now that you’ll be leaving? 
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PD:  I don’t know.  I’ve been talking to people, I had coffee with somebody this morning; every 

day I meet one or two or three people that I dealt with or that I’ve known and see what’s out 

there for me.  I’m looking for a job that does what I need, but I don’t know what that is yet.  

Hopefully when I find it, I’ll know. 

 

JT:  Would you like to stay involved in politics? 

 

PD:  I think so, yeah.  Of course, the key word is what does involve mean. 

 

JT:  Sure. 

 

PD:  But I think so, yeah; I like it. 

 

JT:  Maybe down the road, running again for another office? 

 

PD:  That I don’t know, that’s a different issue.  Being involved doesn’t by definition mean 

running. 

 

JT:  Sure. 

 

PD:  I don’t know the answer to that.  I’d like to say that I’m not excluding anything.  I think 

that’s the most definitive that I can be. 
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JT:  No sure, that’s fine.  What was your most memorable event or topic or day for the last two 

years? 

 

PD:  I don’t know that I can do that.  I found the experience memorable. 

 

JT:  Okay. 

 

PD:  You know it was just such a totally different experience from anything that I had ever had 

before.  I don’t know if I can say day one or day three was more memorable.  The whole two 

years was memorable.  You know, the whole bit. 

 

JT:  How would you like your tenure to be remembered? 

 

PD:  I don’t know the answer to that because I was a freshman and we were so caught up in the 

budget that, literally, for the first year we did nothing except for the budget.  I tried.  I don’t 

know if that’s the answer; I tried, we tried. 

 

JT:  Along those lines then, what advice would you give to someone who had thoughts of 

running for public service? 

 

PD:  First of all, it’s full-time.  I mean it’s really full-time.  I think if you do it right, it’s 

incredibly rewarding.  I think that’s really what I would say. 
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JT:  Any stories?  One of the things that I like to ask some of the Members is if there’s any 

particular anecdote or funny happening that happened that you would like to share? 

 

PD:  Off the top of my head, I can’t, you know, think of anything.  I remember once we were in 

caucus and a member of caucus was Tweeting to the press while we were there, so by the time 

the caucus was open, the press already knew what we had been discussing.  I don’t know if that’s 

a good or bad anecdote, it just is what it is.  I used to enjoy listening to Bill DeWeese [H. 

William; State Representative, Fayette, Green and Washington Counties, 1976-present; Speaker 

of the House, 1993-1994] in his fractured syntax, as I used to tell him.  The man could speechify 

– my verb – but I don’t know if I can any specifics beyond that. 

 

JT:  Do you think you’ve made any friendships that’ll last? 

 

PD:  Well, I hope I have.  I mean, I’ve made friendships.  They’ll last whether I get to see the 

people as a function of what they do and what I do.  I mean, if I never come back to Harrisburg. 

because, you know, until I’ve been elected, or until I’d run for office, I don’t think I’d ever been 

to Harrisburg since high school, maybe, and maybe not even then.  So, as a general rule, it’s not 

some place that I come to regularly.  I may have been here once to argue a case before the 

Supreme Court; I’m not even sure.  So, I mean, I don’t know the answer to that; that’s a question 

of where I am and what I’m doing.  But, I’ve certainly made what I consider to be some good 

friendships, absolutely. 
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JT:  Good, good.  That is the final question that I have if there’s nothing else that you would like 

to add. 

 

PD:  No, I mean, I don’t regret it for a second; anybody that tells you it’s not full-time, they 

don’t know what they’re talking about.  They just don’t know what they’re talking about.  It’s 

consuming, it’s hard, and if you do it right, it’s very rewarding. 

 

JT:  Good.  Well, Representative Paul Drucker, I want to thank you again for participating in our 

Oral History Program and I wish you nothing but the best. 

 

PD:  Thank you very much.  I appreciate it. 

  


