
PENNSYLVANIA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

BIPARTISAN MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 

 

ORAL HISTORY PROJECT 

 

INTERVIEW WITH: 

 

The Honorable Scott Perry (R) 

 

92nd District 

Cumberland and York Counties 

2007-2012 

 

 

 

 

 
INTERVIEW CONDUCTED BY: Raymond J. Whittaker, III 

November 19, 2012 
 
 

Transcribed by: Debra B. Miller 
 

© Pennsylvania House of Representatives, Office of the Chief Clerk 



Raymond J. Whittaker III (RW):  I’m here today with Congressman-elect Scott Perry, who 

was here in the House of Representatives from 2007 to 2012. 

 

The Honorable Scott Perry (SP):  Already it was? 

 

RW:  Already it was; only another week.   

 

SP:  Okay. 

 

RW:  But he represented the 92nd District here in Pennsylvania, which encompasses part of 

Cumberland and York Counties. 

 

SP:  That’s correct. 

 

RW:  Congressman, thank you for being with us today. 

 

SP:  Thank you.  Thank you for having me.  It’s the great 92nd, which I like to refer to it as, and 

I’m still, still have a kinship with “Representative.”  I still like to hear that. 

 

RW:  Good. 

 

SP:  Yeah, but— 
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RW:  Well, I want to begin by asking you to talk a little bit about your transition here to 

Pennsylvania.  You weren’t born and raised here in Pennsylvania –  

 

SP:  Right. 

 

RW:  – coming from California.  Talk a little bit about that and your formative years here in 

Pennsylvania. 

 

SP:  Yeah.  I was a little kid, so, you know, I was along for the ride.  We actually went from 

California to Florida, and then from Florida to Pennsylvania.  And my first memories, oh, I have 

some of California and then more so in Florida.  But, back in the day – this is in, I guess, the mid 

to early [19]60s; you know, I was an infant to a little child – my mother, I guess my father was 

abusive and she had left him.  She didn’t have a job; she didn’t have any skills, so she took a job 

with the airlines.  And, at that time you could not, as a person working for the airlines, as a 

female, could not have children, so she hid my brother and I, and the way she would hide us is 

she would put an advertisement in the paper for somebody to watch these two young kids while 

she was away at work on trips.  So, we literally would go from place to place, meeting the people 

that we stayed with at that time, and I’m just a little, like a toddler or whatever, and that’s, you 

know, that’s kind of how I grew up for a certain period of time, and I just remember that.  And 

then when we moved from Florida to Pennsylvania, it was a similar circumstance.  We didn’t 

really have a great place to stay.  She had gotten relocated.  It was with the airline company – 

obviously an airline company – she got relocated, and we didn’t really have a place to stay, so 

we went back to one of those places that was familiar to her, which was actually in Croydon, 
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Pennsylvania, just outside of Philadelphia, I guess.  And we stayed there for a while with an 

elderly lady, and I grew up a little bit there, and then finally moved into the house that we moved 

into in Dillsburg, which had no running water, had no electricity.  There was an outhouse or a 

privy out by the stable.  And I remember that first, that first, I think it was fall – it was like late 

summer or early, we hadn’t started school, I remember, so it must have been late summer – me 

and my brother out on a two-man saw, you know, one of them big saws with one person on one 

end and one on the other, sawing through a big log, because that’s how we were going to heat the 

house that winter.  So, I went from being a little kid who shuffled from place to place, played 

with the kid du jour, you know, who was in the family maybe or in the neighborhood – 

 

RW:  Right. 

 

SP:  – and, you know, didn’t know my dad at all, and saw a little bit of my mom, but probably 

not as much as I wanted to at the time – I don’t remember – to, you know, in this environment 

where, you know, you’re cutting wood to stay warm, and you don’t even know what the winter’s 

going to be like, you know, Florida to California, and I’m seven years old now or six and a half 

or whatever, six years old, and, you know, no running water in the house.  You take your bath 

out on the porch in a steel tub that you pump water out of, and it’s cold.  It’s like spring – you 

know, it’s cold. 

 

RW:  Right. 
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SP:  And a total, complete life change and cultural change.  As kind of dysfunctional as it was 

leading up to that point, it was still maybe even more so, if it could be that, for a modern-day kid 

at that time. 

 

RW:  Sure. 

 

SP:  You know, but slowly we got the electricity to the house and then the plumbing and started 

living a little more normally.  But, you know, even in high school, before going to school in the 

morning or after wrestling practice at night, go out and split wood, you know, and haul it in to 

heat the house and all those kinds of regular chores that you did as a, you know, kind of a 

working-class Pennsylvania guy that didn’t start out with having a whole lot.  My folks both 

worked, and I started working when I was 13, picking fruit, because it was the thing to do –  

 

RW:  Right. 

 

SP:  – in my family.  Everybody had to try and pull their share of the weight a little bit.  You 

know, we didn’t have a lot; we didn’t get new shoes and new clothes or any of that stuff, you 

know.  And, of course, I was younger than my brother, so there were a lot of hand-me-downs, so 

that was kind of my transition.  But it happened so early in my life, I never, you know what?  I 

never really thought anything of it.  I never even recounted any of those stories that I just told 

you to anybody until actually pretty recently when I had to give a speech after a victory, and I 

said, “I’m not really sure what to say here,” and somebody said, “Well, just start out talking 
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about where you came from and where you are now and how you got here.”  And I thought about 

it, and I was like, holy smokes, maybe people don’t know this about me, right? 

 

RW:  Right.  That’s an incredible story.  So, you graduated from high school here locally in 

Dillsburg, not too far away. 

 

SP:  Yeah; right. 

 

RW:  What comes next?  You didn’t graduate – you didn’t go off to college right away. 

 

SP:  I didn’t. 

 

RW:  What filled that void? 

 

SP:  I didn’t have a lot of guidance growing up in high school.  My mom was working; a 

stepdad, but my mom was really the strong and the dominant person in the family as far as 

raising her two boys, and, you know, my brother, he had a little bit of a troubled past, too, kind 

of searching for what you want to be.  I just knew, I didn’t go to college prep in high school; I 

was a vo[cational]-tech student, and I didn’t even know what college was.  Like, I didn’t even 

know if I got the concept that you went on to school after school.  To me, high school was the 

end of your schooling and you went out in the working world.  That’s what I had seen my whole 

life, so that’s what I was prepared to do.  And of course my friends at the time were all planning 

to go to college, and they had planned that throughout, but I hadn’t.  So the time came, we left 
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high school, and they went.  You know, after the summer, they went, and then I was kind of just 

standing there, and as soon as high school was over, I knew I would kind of just be standing 

there.  But, I kind of watched them, and they seemed to be spending a lot of money and not 

getting a lot out of it, okay?  Because I’d go visit a couple of them and they were struggling in 

their grades and other things were more important to them, and I just knew that it wasn’t for me 

at the time.  It just wasn’t – I wasn’t ready; I knew I wasn’t ready for it.  But I also knew the 

clock was ticking and I wanted to make valuable use of my time, so I figured, well, I think I’m 

going to try this military thing.  My girlfriend at the time, her father was a recruiter, so it was 

very easy.  And, of course, I was talking to him about my future, and I was unsure, and he said, 

“Well, hey, why don’t you do this?”  You know, he’s a recruiter, so good for him, and actually 

good for me.  And so I thought, well, I’m going to try it, and of course if I don’t like it I can 

always move on, but in the meantime I can be working towards something, which was important 

to me.  So, I joined out of high school.  Right out of high school, I joined the Guard.  Now, it 

took me a little while to get into school and so on and so forth.  I worked at a local gas station, 

you know, pumping gas and fixing vehicles.  You know, I had been in vo-tech for auto 

mechanics, so, you know, the boss had slowly let me do everything, including run the station at 

some point, you know, open and close it and do everything in the middle, except for probably 

rebuilding transmissions.  He wouldn’t let me do that; he would do that.  But, when I got back 

from basic training, he had closed the gas station and, you know, I had to go get a job.  And I 

went to advanced training shortly after basic, so I had a skill, and I wanted to get a job in the 

skill, which was design and drafting and that type of stuff.  So, I answered an ad in the paper, 

went to work for a local engineering firm in Camp Hill, and they really helped out, because 

somewhere during that period of time I decided now I did want to go to school, okay?  And I had 
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proven myself to them that I would work and get the job done if it would take staying late or 

coming in early, that I would do that, so they were flexible with my time and it allowed me to put 

myself in school.  And I started HACC [Harrisburg Area Community College], and I went to 

HACC to start out and I took placement exams, because I had never taken the SATs [Scholastic 

Aptitude Tests]. 

 

RW:  Right; sure. 

 

SP:  And they said, well, it’s great that you want to come to our school, but you’re really not real 

bright, so you can’t take – you’re not good at math and you’re not really, you know, it was 

probably mostly math; I never really excelled in it.  It wasn’t anything that I really worked hard 

at in high school.  I was not a great student.  I had a lot of distractions and not a lot of guidance.  

I just didn’t have a lot of good role models around me, and so I was kind of like a weed out there 

growing on my own.  But long story short, you know, I took the placement exam, and they said, 

you have to take these noncredit courses just to get to a place where you can take accredited 

courses.  I did those and I started, you know, embarking on my education at HACC.  Now, you 

know, I went from being a fairly low-performing student my whole life to now very steeped in 

the same course.  First of all, I’m paying for it. 

 

RW:  Right; sure. 

 

SP:  And I’m investing my own time and leaving work to go do it, you know, so you get really 

invested in the thing.  So then I was taking a full-time schedule at school and working a full-time 
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job.  You know, I’d try and schedule all my classes either at the beginning of the day or the end 

of the day so I could have a block of work, a big chunk of time to work, and then I would come 

out, usually in the evening come back to work and finish up to make up for my time.  And, you 

know, it worked out for me.  I mean, I still struggled through calculus and probability and those 

things.   

 

RW:  Right. 

 

SP:  I did struggle, but I never failed the class, and, you know, even though I also included a full-

time course load, I wanted to try and get done early, believe it or not.  So, at the time you could 

do a thing called CLEP [College Level Examination Program] tests, college-level entry program 

tests – right? – where you take a subject like humanities or something like that, right? – and so 

you could condense that two-year time into less than two years and move on to get your four-

year degree.  So, while I was doing that, I was also studying for and taking the CLEP exams.  So, 

there was five of them; I did them all.  I remember my last summer I spent the whole summer, 

even when I was flying with the Guard, I would take a calculus book with me in the helicopter 

and when we landed out in the field, waiting on the next mission, I would pull out this book and 

do calculus out in the field, right?  And then when I was at home, I stayed at home.  Friends were 

going out to bars in the evenings, on the weekends.  I was locked in the house studying.  So, I 

finished these five college-level entry program exams, and I went to Penn State to register based 

on what I had accomplished, the credits I had gotten at HACC and the CLEP tests, and I went to 

the table and I give the lady my transcript and, you know, the CLEP results and all that stuff, and 

she said, “Well, unfortunately, that program ended this year, so now you’re not prepared.  You’re 
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going to have to go back to HACC and finish all these courses that you took in these CLEP 

things and really do the courses.”  So, certainly I was disappointed.  You know, I had just done 

all that work.  I guess on the upside, it made taking the classes easier, because I was prepared, 

having done all the reading and taking those courses.   

 

RW:  Right; yeah. 

 

SP:  So I went back, finished the classes at HACC, and transferred to Penn State and finished 

my, you know, finished my degree there.  And, you know, I’m an older student at this point, so, 

you know, a lot of the kids around me, they’re 18, 19 years old.  They’re wearing jeans and a 

sweatshirt or t-shirt to class.  I’ve got a suit and a tie on because I’m coming from work or I’m 

going to work.  And, you know, we didn’t have the same connection.  I remember one time a 

professor said, you know, I’m thinking about taking off so-and-so day next week or whatever; 

would anybody have a problem with that?  And of course nobody in the class answered, and I 

said, “Well, yes, sir, I would have a problem with it, because, see, this class is right in the middle 

of two, so I have to come for that one and this one, and you’re right in the middle, number one, 

so it screws up my schedule.  Number two, I’m paying you to be here, and if I’m going to teach 

myself through a book, then I don’t need you.  So with all due respect, yeah, I expect you to be 

here.”  None of my classmates were very happy with me at that time.  But, you know, two 

things:  I was paying to be there, and I loved the class, and, you know, it made a big void in my 

schedule, which I didn’t want to have; I needed to make the best use of my time that I could.  So 

that’s kind of, you know – and I think I appreciated the degree.  I worked hard for it and I 

worked towards, you know, what I wanted as opposed to having parents decide or trying to 
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figure it out when you’re 16 or 17 years old what you want to do for the rest of your life or at 

least a portion of the rest of your life.  And strangely enough, at the end of college, you know, 

you always have a few stray, you need to get a few stray credits, and I was there because I 

wanted to, I filled up all the first part with core stuff that you had to get done, right?   Because 

you didn’t want to be late and you wanted to graduate you figure you could just throw anything 

in there at the end if you had to.  Well, one of the classes that I took at the end which I needed a 

credit or two for was a political science class, and I had always been politically aware but not 

politically active.  I mean, strongly politically aware since I was a little kid living in Florida 

when I told my parents who to vote for.  And I watched the news regularly, read the paper, and I 

was aware of everything.  But, you know, other than voting, I wasn’t active, but when I took that 

class in, at this point it’s probably my late 20s, maybe early 30s.  I graduated in [19]91 as a 

nontraditional student, but, you know, so I graduated high school in 1980, so 11 years later is 

when I’m graduating college, so it was towards the end there that I had taken that class, but I was 

smitten.  I realized what my passion was.  I wanted my degree in business and I still wanted to be 

in business, but I knew what I wanted to do the rest of my life at that moment.  Now, it took a 

long time to actualize on that, but I started working toward it as soon as I left school, which was 

like the next semester.  I signed up for – I asked, actually my professor who was kind of, you 

know, famous to me at the time because he was on the radio and, you know, he was quoted in the 

paper as a pollster and so on and so forth, “How do I get started?” and he hooked me up, believe 

it or not, with a guy that I had never met before, but the guy’s name was Tom Druce [State 

Representative, Bucks County, 1993-2000].  That was the first official meeting I had, and Tom 

Druce said, “Go see your State Representative, Bruce Smith [State Representative, Cumberland 
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and York Counties, 1981-2006].”  So, that’s how the path got started to actualizing on what you 

think is your future back then. 

 

RW:  And you have a longtime incumbent there, Representative Bruce Smith. 

 

SP:  Yeah; yeah, 26 years. 

 

RW:  Yep. 

 

SP:  Yeah. 

 

RW:  He decides to retire. 

 

SP:  Right. 

 

RW:  How do you come about filling that void in terms of running in the Primary?  Who gets 

you involved with that?  Who makes that decision? 

 

SP:  Well, you know, of course I’m involved; I’m a committeeman at that point.  I had already 

been the Chairman of the Pennsylvania Young Republicans, the York County Young 

Republicans, and the Executive Committee of the county Party.  I mean, you know, I’m dealing 

with it from soup to nuts, top to bottom, in every facet at some point.  And, you know, if you 

recall, of course, they had had this pay raise vote in the summer, and people were really up in 
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arms about it.  And I just remember Bruce being at the dinners and stuff and committee people – 

these are other Republicans, you know, charged with, and with the love of their party, to help get 

other likeminded conservatives, Republicans, elected – were not happy with Bruce, and I had 

discussions with him at the time.  I said, “Bruce, you know, a lot of the committee people are 

very unhappy, and do you think you can win without their support?”  And, you know, we had 

these conversations, but another gentleman had announced in August that he was going to run.  

And I didn’t want to run against Bruce, but I thought that I could be a good Representative, too, 

having watched Bruce and other Members and knowing that in a lifetime, sometimes there are 

only a few opportunities for these things to happen.  So, I remember I was out selling Christmas 

trees at the Jaycee lot in Dillsburg in November, of course, and we still hadn’t made the decision, 

but I had gotten together with a couple of friends and we talked about it.  And again, Bruce 

hadn’t decided, and literally I was deciding with my best friend, we’re selling Christmas trees 

out by the campfire and we’re talking about it, and I said, “I think I have to do it.  I think this 

might be the only opportunity in my life in recent times that I’m going to have this opportunity.  

I think I have to do it.”  And I got a phone call that Bruce had just announced his retirement from 

the House, so it all just worked out, you know.  And of course, you know, it all starts out with 

your friends –  

 

RW:  Right. 

 

SP:  – you know, putting a campaign together.  Everybody is a little cagey.  It was a five-way 

Primary.  Nobody wants to get involved; they’re scared.  You know, if they help you, the other 

person might win and so on and so forth.  And I’m sure you know or had heard, I had had some 
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legal troubles with my business, and so people said, “Can this guy even win this seat?”  And so, 

you know, it was a tough campaign.  It was a hard campaign that we worked very desperately at.  

I was dating who is now my wife.  And, you know, I had a full-time job, I was running a 

business, and we would campaign every day of the week.  We wouldn’t campaign Sundays, but 

as soon as I left work, she had, you know, I told her where we wanted to go do doors based on, 

you know, the committee had gotten together and we had a strategy, and we would have a list 

ready, and we would do doors from the time I – I mean, I’d have a change of clothes, and I’d get 

right to it.  And my mark was always, when somebody came to the door in their night clothes, 

that was when it was time to stop.  And on Saturdays we met at nine for breakfast.  About a 

quarter to 10, we were out on the street, and from 10 o’clock until somebody showed up in their 

night clothes, and usually I missed lunch, too, and I didn’t usually stop to go to the bathroom 

either, because I just knew that, from having experienced it, you know, the best way for me to 

get my message out and to get in front of people was to go see them at their door, and that’s what 

we did, you know?  And there were some other ripples in the campaign.  I met great, great 

people.  Some of those people that I met, the most gracious people I have ever met, were my 

competitors at that time, and now they help me, you know, and they helped me in this most 

recent endeavor.  So, that’s how the whole thing came to be. 

 

RW:  Well, you talked about your message.  What was your message then, and did it change 

over the next, I guess, two cycles then? 

 

SP:  No.  I think it’s still the same message, that government was too big; that we’re spending 

too much money; property tax, you know, was crushing us, and it still is, and that we had to have 
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a different voice in there to speak a little more loudly on these things that are really, really 

important to us and someone that wasn’t there to just take from the till.  And, you know, 

unfortunately, Bruce was kind of seen over time as having become that.  I don’t know if he 

meant to, but, you know, he was in a tough position, too, right?  He’s in leadership.  You got to 

make some of these votes.  Well, leadership; he was a Committee Chairman.  And you’ve got to 

remember, that was back in the day where people were punished, significantly, for not making 

those votes.  Now, constituents didn’t see it that way, and when I talked to Bruce initially, I was 

ready to support him again.  But, you know, we weren’t sure if he could win, and I don’t think, 

obviously, he was sure he could win either.  And, you know, I wanted to at least follow in some 

of those footsteps.  You’re always concerned that somebody else of a completely different 

mindset might win, just because of the circumstance, and I didn’t want that to happen, because I 

lived there.  I didn’t want, you know, to be represented by someone that was for bigger 

government and higher taxes and more spending for government programs.  And that’s probably 

mischaracterizing the other side to a certain extent, because I think most people would say, “I’m 

not for a bigger government.”  But your votes, you know, your votes kind of determine what you 

really are for at the heart of yourself.  And, you know, I’ve kind of kept with the same theme.  

I’ve been pretty open with everybody that’s ever asked me a question.  I mean, people that are 

elected to office are trained in some ways to, you know, if you get a bad question, so to speak, 

“Yeah, that’s a good question,” and then you talk about what you want to talk about.  I’m going 

to answer your question.  It might not be what you want to hear.  I’m going to answer your 

question, and I’m going to put myself out there and all the difficult times, and I always did that, 

and I think that’s probably what helped me more than anything else.  People didn’t always agree 

with me, and the people that were the most caustic with me, either through letters, through email, 
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through phone calls, and there were many that said, “I know you’re never going to call me back 

on that,” that was the first call I made.  And I spent literally hours, I would spend a couple hours 

on the phone with people, and I would be answering emails at three o’clock in the morning to 

people.  And like I said, I don’t think that they always agreed; I know they didn’t, but I think 

they respected that I would be upfront with them, that I would explain myself, and that I would 

work hard.  And if they needed me to come out to the house and meet their grandparents or meet 

them at the dinner table to talk about what was important to them, by God, you just tell me when 

and where you want me to be there, because I work for you; I’ll be there; that’s the job.  And I 

think that was a little different over time, not that it was Bruce’s way, but it was just a different 

mindset back then, and it changed.  It changed over a period of time.  And that pay raise thing 

changed people’s attitudes quickly and heightened their senses, and they wanted somebody that 

was willing to do those things, and I always have been, and I still comport myself the same way 

today. 

 

RW:  But where did those, I guess what you would call them, values, come from?  You said you 

always followed politics, even when you were young.  At what point in your life did you make 

the determination, “I fall under the Republican ideal”?  Where does that come from from a 

younger person? 

 

SP:  Yeah.  I’ve got to be truthful, I don’t know where it came from, but I can give you the 

example:  I remember being in first grade, Nixon was running against Humphrey, [19]68, and I 

was in Catholic school at the time, and they kind of went through the two candidates and I said, 

“Well, I’m for this guy.  I’m for Nixon.”  That’s because, you know, if you believe this and this 
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and this, this is what Nixon believes, that’s where you’re at.  And I remember, you know, Nixon 

just has to win.  This guy cannot win; this Humphrey guy, he can’t win.  There’s no way we can 

have him.  We have to have Nixon.  I remember going home and telling my parents.  And I’m 

not sure they voted at all, and if they did, I imagine they were probably Democrats.  I never 

really asked, but I just said, you absolutely must vote for this Richard Nixon guy.  He’s our guy.  

And so, you know, if I got any of that work ethic by the time I was six, I’m not sure that I did, to 

be truthful with you, I’m not sure why I believed what I believed, but I’ve always grown up 

believing that the Republican Party best encompassed the values that I hold of limited 

government, of more freedom, of less regulation, of less involvement in our lives, of more self-

sufficiency and empowering the free-market system.  And that’s probably a lot for a six-year-old 

kid, and I don’t think I could have explained it to you in those terms.  Maybe I just liked the way 

Richard Nixon combed his hair back, I don’t know, but I know I picked him and I was off to the 

races after that. 

 

RW:  Well, talk a little bit about your district and the Dillsburg, Cumberland-York County area.   

 

SP:  Yeah. 

 

RW:  What makes that district unique and why did you decide to stay there? 

 

SP:  Well, you know, I think a couple of things:  my mom, you know, she had these two boys 

and then a girl who is 12 years junior to me – my sister is 12 years younger than I am – but, my 

mom, she’s Italian and Columbian, and family is very, very important.  And as a single mother, 
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too, for a good period of her life, having her kids close to her is important to the point where she 

almost made you feel guilty if you would leave, ever.  I remember my brother left for a little 

while and moved to Arizona, and every day we heard about that.  So, it was almost like you 

could never leave too far from home.  So, I don’t know that that was fair, but that’s how it 

worked out.  I never really saw myself leaving the area, and so I grew up right there in York 

County.  I mean, we used to drive the strip in York and we used to drive in, and when you’re 16, 

drive the strip in York, and then come up to Harrisburg and drive it in the city, too.  So, you 

know, I guess I never really planned on moving too far away.  I mean, I traveled with the 

military around the world, but this was always home.  I never really had any interest in living 

anywhere else, and I felt some very strong attachment to here, not only because I love where I 

live and the countryside and the people, but, you know, there are folks that say that Pennsylvania 

is a screwed-up State.  We’re an old, you know, an old labor State, an old industrial State, where 

young people are leaving and so on and so forth and, you know, you’ve got a lot to offer; why 

would you stay here?  Well, the State has a lot to offer, too, and I grew up here, and I can help 

define what the State is, and my local community, I can help define that.  And what a great 

privilege that is, you know, to stand for something right here where you live and help people 

define and view right where you live a certain way, and if you can have an impact on that, what 

does that say about you and what does that say about your community?  And so, I never had any 

interest in living anywhere else, quite honestly.  I love it here, and, you know, the 92nd District 

was absolutely perfectly suited for me, I think.  You know, I’m a pretty rural guy.  You know, 

there’s no cities; there’s a little bit of industry, but it’s not overarching, and, you know, those are 

my roots.  I mean, if I’d be anything else by choice and if I could afford it, I’d be a farmer.  And, 

you know, we have the Farmers Fair in Dillsburg. 
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RW:  Right. 

 

SP:  Interestingly enough, you know, after the redistricting and the census, a portion of 

Cumberland County got put into the district, and I remember those folks were very unhappy in 

South Middleton about that because they were concerned about the level of representation they 

would get.  And I grew up right along the Yellow Breeches, and of course the Yellow Breeches 

goes right up to Boiling Springs, and it’s just a foundation of that larger community.  And when I 

explained to them that I grew up fishing on the Yellow Breeches and tubing on the Yellow 

Breeches and I did a lot of my commerce growing up as a family and as a young man right there 

where they are and, you know, the things, so and so’s farm or such and such event, I said, “Well 

sure, I’ve been going to that for years” or “I know exactly what you’re talking about.”  Suddenly 

they were like, “Well, this guy, even though he lives in York County, he’s really our neighbor 

and he gets what’s important to us.”  And so, I just always felt like somehow I was preordained, 

you know, by some divine providence, to be there, you know, to represent and to be in that race.  

So to me, it worked out pretty well for me.  I mean, we still had our challenges, but. 

 

RW:  Well, what types of things then do you often find in terms of constituent questions, or 

things they come to you, since you’re very familiar with the area, what types of questions or 

things do you help aide constituents with? 

 

SP:  Well, believe it or not, we get a lot of things about DEP [Department of Environmental 

Protection].  And, you know, I know the Department has a role to fulfill and people might 
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automatically think, because of my history, that I’m one way or the other.  There have been times 

when I’ve been squarely beside DEP and there is sometimes I’ve been, I think, some of their 

loudest critics.  For instance, we used to, for a period of time, the greater community of Franklin 

Township, in particular, was taking on this ash from burned trash, from incinerated trash, and 

they were using it as fill, not only at our high school in a construction project but at some other 

places, and a constituent raised the concern, “What’s in this ash?”  You can’t work around the 

ash unless you’re in a tyvek suit and, you know, so on and so on, all these environmental 

concerns, yet it’s okay to just pile it up here at our school and in our backyards?  And, you know, 

the rule says it can’t be exposed to the air or the sunlight, but yet my kid lives right next door.  

You know, commerce is important to me, but we don’t sacrifice our environment for it.  And 

with the help of that constituent and some other folks, a gentleman, a great gentleman that’s now 

elected to the York City Council, worked to actually have the light of transparency shown on that 

whole ash recycling project and where it’s placed and so on and so forth, and it was ended, 

actually; it was ended.  And, you know, the dam removals, or keeping the dams on some of the, 

like the Yellow Breeches and some of the tributaries and so on, people are very, they’re very 

wed to those old structures that define their communities, and a lot of times your bureaucracy 

doesn’t understand that there’s a social component to that and a town might center on that, and 

so while you’re making regulations and making plans, let’s consider the people that live there 

and love that or whatever, and, you know, I get in the fight, involved in things like that for them 

as well.  So, I can think of those constituent inquiries that I think that people might have a 

perception of me as one way or the other, and I think if they knew every side of the coin, that 

that might change their view of who I am.  Because, you know, I’ve been a proponent of natural 

gas production in Pennsylvania, and I think we’re doing a pretty good job at it, but that doesn’t 
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mean I want to breathe dirty air or drink dirty water or have my kids do that either.  So, you 

know, people get their perceptions.  And then just the normal constituent inquiries, you know, 

sometimes constituents, they say, “Look, Perry, you’re elected.  What’s going on in the 

township?  They’re not cutting the weeds out by the stop sign there and I can’t see around the 

corner before I pull out.”  And then the next question is, “What’s going on with Medicare?”  

Well, you know, okay, well, one question is really for your township supervisor and the next 

question is for your Congressman, but hey, look, you’re asking me?  Let me see if I can get the 

answers for you.  It’s easy just to say, hey, call that other person, but I got their phone numbers.  

You’re calling me; let me see if I can get the answers for you.  I mean, I’ve literally had people 

come into the office for an appointment and have a stack of paper in their hands and just throw 

them at me as I sit there at the desk and they say, “Well, what do you expect me to do with all 

these bills?”  “Well, I don’t know.  Let’s see what you got.  Let’s work through it,” you know?  I 

mean, you know, you’re paying me to be here; I don’t know what I can do for you, but we’ll talk 

about it.  You know, you’ve got to smile and be gracious because that’s your boss. 

 

RW:  Well, let’s transition a little bit and talk about your time here, specifically in the House.  

What do you remember of your first Swearing-In day? 

 

SP:  The first Swearing-In day was, I remember coming into it, me and, I hope he won’t mind, 

me and Representative Cutler [Brian; State Representative, Lancaster County, 2007-present], 

two new guys.  Representative Cutler is a sharp guy who’s wise beyond his years.  And talking 

about the scenario, and if you get this far, you’re probably a bit of a political animal.  We were 

talking about the Speaker’s race in particular.  And, you know, John Perzel [State 
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Representative, Philadelphia County, 1979-2010; Speaker of the House, 2003-2006] in central 

Pennsylvania, not a loved figure, right?  And I remember talking to Bryan and we’re both, you 

know, trying to figure out how it’s going to go, and he’s saying, “But they can’t do this” and 

“They can’t do that.”  I said, “Bryan, they write the rules.  They can do anything they want.”  

And I said, “I think that, you know, the Democrats are going to side up with the Republicans 

somewhere.  I mean, that’s the only way I see this thing going down.”  And the question was, 

who?  But, you know, we got involved in our own lives.  You’re trying to have a party and it’s 

very hectic.  And, of course, that was the big disappointment, right?  You have people coming in 

from across the country, family – my aunt and uncle, my cousins, nieces, nephews, come in from 

California – and we go to the Floor, you can only get so many tickets, it’s packed, and the next 

thing, this whole Speaker’s thing blows up.  Meanwhile, all your friends, your campaign helpers, 

your family, they’re out in some room in the Capitol watching on TV and you don’t get to spend 

any time with them.  They’ve just traveled all this way to take part in your victory and in their 

victory in this great American cultural event and they’re over there and you’re locked in a room 

over here, you know?  But at the same time, I mean, of course my mom was there, my wife was 

there, and she wasn’t my wife yet, and my aunt and my cousin from California, and they watched 

Bill DeWeese [H. William; State Representative, 1976-2012; Speaker of the House, 1993-1994] 

nominate Denny O’Brien [Dennis; State Representative, Philadelphia County, 1977-1980, 1983-

2011; Speaker of the House, 2007-2008].  And, you know, I’m sitting in the chair that I’m going 

to be in and they’re in the aisle and they’re looking at me going, “Well, what does that mean?  

What’s happening?” and I’m like, well, buckle up, because we’re all along for the ride, too, you 

know?  I’m sure there’s plan B coming next, you know?  What a great way to start your term.  

Maybe it’s not the most shining day for democracy or for forthrightness, because someone had 
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misled me personally.  I mean, I talked to, you know, all the Members, and allegedly, because 

there was no one else running, we were all voting for John; we didn’t really have any other 

choice.  We wouldn’t vote for Bill and John was the only one running, except now somebody 

else betrayed us.  Not a shining day in that way, but a good lesson to be learned by all about how 

difficult this pressure cooker can be, and when you have to make a decision and you want to 

make the ethical, moral, righteous decision in terms of what many people viewed as two devils, 

right?  I mean, here’s one that just misled you and here’s one that the public hates for, at least 

here locally.  I mean, he was loved in his district, John was loved in his district, but he was the 

bane of, you know, the Patriot-News and the York County newspapers around here.  So, you 

know, I had a choice between John and Denny, and, you know, I had come in, seen as somewhat 

of a reformer.  Clean Sweep had endorsed me, you know.  So, you know, I was in a tough spot, 

but at the end of the day, I did what I knew was the right thing to do and explained myself to my 

constituents.  And I know there were some people that left, you know, with a sour taste in their 

mouth, having never spoken with me, and I’ll never get to probably discuss that with them, and 

maybe now, by now, they’ve forgotten that.  But I feel that every person that called that was 

disappointed or unhappy with my vote, once I explained the circumstance that I was in, they 

said, okay, well, we can respect you for the way you made your decision.  We don’t necessarily 

agree, but, you know, I wasn’t sitting there with two minutes to make the decision.  You did 

what you had to do.  So, that was my first day, and it was a memorable day – a memorable day; 

yeah. 

 

RW:  Now, you talked about coming in as part of a large freshman class.   
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SP:  Yeah. 

 

RW:  Was there anyone that was already here that sort of mentored you along the way to teach 

you sort of the process that goes along? 

 

SP:  I had a lot of great mentors: Stan Saylor [State Representative, York County, 1993-present], 

you know, our current Whip.  Bev Mackereth [Beverly; State Representative, York, County, 

2001-2008; Secretary, Pennsylvania Department of Public Welfare, 2013-present], who is now 

gone, but I sat right next to her.  And interestingly enough, you know, I had supported Bev when 

she ran initially for that new seat and as a committee person and so on and so forth, but we never 

really had a lot of interaction.  And I remember when I was sitting right next to her there was 

some tension between us.  And, you know, I’m pretty direct, and I just said, “Bev,” you know, 

“what’s the deal here?” and she said, “Well, I just heard a lot about you, and I think you’re kind 

of intractable,” and so on and so forth.  I said, “Well, you don’t know anything about it.  Let’s 

just see if we can work together here and do some things,” you know?  And six months into it – 

now, we influenced each other.  I mean, we tried to.  I would say, “Bev, why are you voting that 

way on that?  I would never...,” you know, and she did the same thing:  “Scott, I’m sure you’re 

not seeing all the issues, and if you’d just look...we can’t do this to people,” and that kind of 

stuff, you know?  And there was a service, you know, that we could avail ourselves to that 

showed you who you voted most like in the House of Representatives, and Bev, I think in some 

sense in York County, was seen as more moderate than I was and I was seen as maybe uber-

conservative comparatively.  Wouldn’t you know, who did we both vote most like?  Each other. 
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RW:  Each other. 

 

SP:  And out of that, sitting together, and she even confided in me sometime later that she 

thought that I didn’t like her.  She always heard that I didn’t like her, and she just assumed I 

didn’t, and she was very guarded about me.  And we have a great friendship now, and I think 

neither one of us was what the other one expected, and when we sat next to each other and sat in 

the pressure cooker, looking at votes and trying, you know, trying to determine what was the 

better of the two evils, right next to each other and talking through that, we really came to 

appreciate what both of us brought to the table and we leaned on each other on certain issues 

where we knew that we had a shortcoming and something that we needed to be educated.  I 

would go to Bev on certain things and she would come to me on certain things and we held each 

other up, and she was a great mentor.  And Mike Turzai [State Representative, Allegheny 

County, 2001-present].  He showed me the way, you know, to get things accomplished, to make 

your point without being disagreeable, because I can tell you, some of my statements early on 

were probably fairly inflammatory.  You know, I wanted to represent the district and the 

sentiment that was out there, and I think that there was a certain amount of folks that needed to 

hear it here that way.  I mean, in caucus sometimes it got pretty unpleasant.  I got unpleasant for 

Perry, too, because of some of the things I said.  They were never meant with any malice or 

anything, but this place needed to have some water thrown on its face.  But even Bob Godshall 

[Robert; State Representative, Montgomery County, 1983-present] was a great mentor, you 

know, and I was able to pick and choose things that worked for me from each one of those 

people, which were all over the political spectrum. 
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RW:  Well, let’s talk a little bit more about this era of reform that we’re currently in, that you 

started and have been a part of; what sorts of things do you feel that were instituted do you think 

will be lasting, or do you think that we need more in terms of reform? 

 

SP:  Yeah.  I think the open records thing was one of the big things that was instituted.  We 

wanted to do so many things, and at the end of the day, most of them, unfortunately, kind of got 

pushed by the wayside, and that’s unfortunate.  But the open records, I think, was a huge one.  

Also, the scheduling of how things happen in the House and not going past 11 o’clock for all 

intents and purposes.   

 

RW:  Right. 

 

SP:  Now, we breeched that, much to my dismay, just this spring, and I expressed my discord 

with the leadership about that decision.  But I think that’s good for the institution.  It’s good for 

people wanting to watch and to know that things aren’t happening at three o’clock in the 

morning.  They don’t have to happen at three o’clock in the morning.  This place is different than 

any other place I’ve ever worked, and it doesn’t work quite as a business, because of the people 

that you have to cobble together to get the information as it changes quickly and then the votes 

and caucusing and all that stuff.  I get that, but we don’t need to be doing things at three o’clock 

in the morning when people aren’t watching either, and there is enough time to get this work 

done.  And it helps us prioritize what’s really important to do, as well, by limiting the amount of 

time that we’re here.  So those are, I think at this point, lasting changes.  They seem to have 

stuck thus far, and I’m hoping that they will stay.  I think all of them probably need a little bit of 
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tweaking, but in a general sense, all those things are pretty good and are continuing, maybe in a 

slow way, to get better.  You see the car lease, that’s changing, and the responsibility required 

for per diems.  It’s a tough subject, because people are traveling six, eight hours to be here, but 

yet we want to make sure that they’re not abusing the taxpayer money, and that, you know, all 

those little things in their way have a way of shining the light of transparency on that, and that 

makes people feel connected to their government.  Even if that’s not right in their face, they 

know they can go get it, and that’s important, and I think that’s what we really have 

accomplished over these few years. 

 

RW:  Two of the things, going through your legislation, that I thought were interesting in sort of 

this area, you had a piece of legislation looking to impose an eight-year limit on House 

Committee Chairmen? 

 

SP:  Yeah. 

 

RW:  And also to have a citizen-run commission for pay and benefits. 

 

SP:  Yeah. 

 

RW:  I thought those were two very interesting ideas.  What was the sort of feedback you 

received from those? 
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SP:  Well, the feedback from the outside, outside the Capitol, was always very good, always 

very good on both those things.  Although the one on the commission on pay and benefits, some 

folks saw it as, now, even though that commission would be unpaid members and stuff, but they 

saw it as growing government to a certain extent.  And they also saw it as kind of challenging the 

Constitution, which says that, you know, this is how it will be then constitutionally and you’re 

challenging that by having this other process.  But I thought it was at least a point to start a 

discussion: Is this the best way of doing things, how we’re doing things currently, and is there a 

better way?  Inside the Capitol dome, so to speak, neither one of those ideas were seen as—  

 

RW:  Very popular. 

 

SP:  With the same vigor; that’s right.  That’s okay.  I kept introducing them, and I still believe 

in at least the general framework, the idea of those pieces of legislation, and they’re still out 

there and there’s a good chance that somebody else will pick them up now and have them in their 

portfolio to keep them alive, and there might be another wave of reform coming where they 

would come to the Floor. 

 

RW:  Now, something interesting happened in your second term:  You were deployed. 

 

SP:  Yeah; yeah.  I was like, what happened?  What happened? 

 

RW:  It’s something that doesn’t happen very often. 
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SP:  Typically; yeah.  A little atypical. 

 

RW:  Yeah.  Talk about that experience and what type of reaction you received for making that 

decision. 

 

SP:  Well, you know, I’m a Guardsman.  I still am; I’m currently serving.  And, you know, I 

made that commitment.  I raised my right hand and I said that I would do as ordered, essentially.  

And when I ran, you know, I don’t make a big deal of it, but I put, you know, in my résumé, of 

accomplishments and the things that I’m involved in and why I believe in them, that I’m a 

serving Guardsman.  And during the campaign people asked me, “Could you be deployed?” and 

I said, “Well, yeah, sure, I could be.  I mean, you never know.”  But, you know, coming in to that 

point, a lot of the Guard had never really been deployed.  We were, you know, we were supposed 

to be reserve force and so on and so forth, but the drawdown in the military over the years 

actually almost required it at some point, if you’re going to have a large-scale operation.  So, you 

know, I was going about my business, like anybody else would, and I got this warning order.  

And I didn’t get a phone call or anything; I just got a warning order sent, e-mailed to me, and I’m 

reading through this thing on my legislative account and I’m thinking, “Well, I wonder if this is 

really going to happen?”  And it was just important to let folks know that there’s a good chance 

that I’m going to be deployed, so we got the information out and let people know, and of course 

the phone calls started coming:  “What does this mean,” you know?  Most folks, by and large, 

were very, very supportive.  They said, “Look, we understand you took two oaths of office here, 

and we support you.”  You know, some folks say that the privileged class, which if you’re an 

elected official, I think to a certain extent people view you in that way, have always gotten out of 
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fighting our nation’s wars, and so how appropriate is it?  And Pennsylvania, in particular, has a 

long history of citizen-soldiering and citizen involvement in the military that one of the Members 

of the House of Representatives go and fight this nation’s war.  At the same time, there were 

other folks that called up and said, “What the heck are you doing?  We elected you, and now 

you’re running off to this war here,” and, you know, “What’s going to happen here?”  And those 

calls were few, but they were out there, and I addressed them head on.  You know, I called the 

folks back and said, “Look, I took an oath of office early on when I was 18 that I would obey 

these orders, and I’m involved.”  And in campaigns, you don’t really do it in literature that you 

send out in newsletters and so on and so forth, but certainly in campaigns I let everybody know 

that I was a serving Guardsman and that this was a potential.  And so we just let them know.  

Aside from that, you know, I talked to House leadership to make sure that the constituents would 

be taken care of.  We had a plan to make sure that constituent requests and so on and so forth 

would be handled, you know, and I got about the business of preparing for deployment.  And 

also, I was the commander of a fairly large organization, which preparing for it is one thing but 

doing it is quite another, and the doing it, not only are you precluded by law from being involved 

in political activity, but there really isn’t a lot of time.  I mean, if you’re going to do the job well, 

you know, it’s a 24-hour-a-day job handling mission operations and flight operations and those 

types of things.  You know, I was flying— 

 

RW:  You’re not necessarily going to have constituent e-mails during that process. 

 

SP:  Right; right, yeah.  So, that wasn’t really going to happen.  Plus, you know, I was a 

newlywed and we had our first child on the way, which, you know, my daughter was born when 
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I was in Iraq and I was there and she was here.  So, it was quite an exciting time for me 

personally and my family, and I think to a certain extent maybe even the constituency to follow 

along, maybe they had a greater connection to world events because of who their local guy was. 

 

RW:  Right; sure. 

 

SP:  And it gave me a great opportunity upon return to explain what soldiers do in the combat 

zone, that maybe your average soldier wouldn’t have that audience.  And again, it wasn’t about 

me saying, hey, look at all the great things I did, but this is what the soldiers from your 

community do on a daily basis while we’re all living our lives here without a care in the world 

about those kinds of big, weighty issues.  And I used that opportunity to explain that to folks, 

and, you know, it was an opportunity for folks to get somebody else in for a speaker that maybe 

would just add a little bit of different viewpoint on things and maybe a different topic from a 

different angle as well.  You know, that’s a video and put a slideshow together, and so I did that 

for, literally it lasted a year.  I was still doing that presentation a year later.  So that, yeah, it was 

an exciting time and certainly a different time.  I don’t know how historic it was.  Of course, the 

other thing that was interesting, too, is that Representative Miccarelli [Nicholas; State 

Representative, Delaware County, 2009-present] –  

 

RW:  You were not alone.  Yeah. 

 

SP:  Yeah.  And not only did he go, but he served under my command, you know, and was a 

door gunner under my command.  So, you know, and there were sometimes, at least initially, do 
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we need to be concerned that we’re in the same aircraft at the same time?  What if it’s shot down 

and, you know, both of us perish?  What does that mean to the State, you know?  At some point 

we said, look, that’s this business here and they’ll have to deal with that business if it happens 

back there, and I’m sure they can figure it out.  And fascinatingly enough for me, too, is that 

some of my bills were moving when I was gone, and I thought, now, you know, unfortunately –  

 

RW:  Not a coincidence. 

 

SP:  Well, unfortunately you’re thinking, are they moving them now because they’re trying to 

kill them or do they really, you know, are they trying to do it because they believe in the bill or 

do they just want to do something for – you know, I’m way over there and somebody says, “Oh, 

your so-and-so bill is moving.”  I’m like, “Really?” because these bills, as you know, they need 

to be shepherded along, you know, unless they’re moving by the gravity of their own weight, 

which few bills do, especially for relatively junior Members, you know, so. 

 

RW:  That’s interesting. 

 

SP:  Yeah. 

 

RW:  Now, if the circumstances present themselves again, would, in your current vocation now 

as a Congressman-elect, would you make the same decision? 
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SP:  I watch very carefully now my military career, and quite honestly, you know, I don’t know 

how it’s going to go at this point. We’re kind of feeling it out.  I still have a fairly weighty job.  

I’m the commander of the training site, which is Fort Indiantown Gap. 

 

RW:  Right. 

 

SP:  That’s my new job, and that’s a significant position, but it’s not a deployable position.  If I 

were to be put into a deployable position and decide that I could continue to serve, I’m not sure I 

would decide to continue to serve.  I think that that’s a little bigger situation and circumstance, 

and I think it would be maybe a little tougher to explain to folks.  Now, they all know.  I mean, 

we’ve made that very clear. 

 

RW:  Right. 

 

SP:  But I think the expectation is that the country has got significant issues right now and we 

need our representation in Washington, DC, more than anything else.  And, you know, you’ve 

been in long enough, Perry; maybe it’s time to hang it up.  So, I think that’s probably where we 

are with it. 

 

RW:  Obviously, veterans’ issues are very important to you. 

 

SP:  Yeah; yeah. 
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RW:  You served on the Veterans Affairs Committee.  Talk a little bit about your committee 

work through the last few years. 

 

SP:  Yeah.  Committee work is some of the most satisfying work, I think.  I think that 

Representatives, just like any other person, measures their effectiveness and their value and their 

job by certain milestones, and as a Legislator, you want to get a bill with your name on it:  “I’m 

the prime sponsor.  This is the bill.  This is something that me, my constituency, and the greater 

constituency believes in.  We got it through the House, we got it through the Senate, and now it’s 

on the Governor’s desk for his signature.  Now, I’ve met my obligation to perform and produce,” 

right?  But Legislators, you know, this is a long process.  It’s not like a production line where 

you can see, at the end of the day, I produced so many widgets.  All this stuff takes a long time, 

or most of it does, and it’s difficult for people that are impatient and want to see things moving, 

and I’m one of those people.  But, the committee process is where both in the majority and the 

minority you really have an ability to affect the greater policy, and when I say “affect,” I mean 

affect because it’s not only moving legislation but sometimes it’s stopping legislation that you 

see that you view as deleterious to your district or the State, in this case.  And I was able to voice 

concerns, help move things along or voice concerns and actually be one of the people that was 

the catalyst for ending certain things moving forward, from both sides of the aisle.  And, you 

know, it really is uncomfortable when it’s coming from your side of the aisle, but if you don’t 

see it as the right thing to do, regardless of where it’s coming from, you’re duty-bound to say 

something about it on behalf of your constituents.  And so, the committee process gives us that 

location that you can be successful on maybe a weekly or monthly basis somehow, even though 

you’re not getting a bill to the Governor’s desk, you are still helping to steer this ship of state by 
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your rhetoric and by your ideas and by standing up for those standing up for or against those 

things.  And helping also to frame the discussion, which I think has been, you know, some of my 

greatest loves of being here in committee assignments is on the Consumer Affairs Committee 

with the investor-owned utilities that I think a lot of folks don’t understand.  Some of them are 

overreaching.  Some of those folks need some systems to help them be more effective, and we’ve 

been able to do that.  On labor relations, the Labor and Industry Committee, I think we need to 

move into the 21st century in Pennsylvania if we’re going to be competitive, and that’s a 

discussion that happens in that committee.  And of course on Veterans Affairs, you know, doing 

things for the right reason, not just doing things for political reasons.  And sometimes folks that 

haven’t had any veterans’ service, that have not served in the military branches at all, are 

reluctant to say, “Why are we doing this?  Is this a political thing or is this good for service 

members or former service members?”  Having served as an enlisted and as a commissioned 

officer over a course of years, I can ask all those questions, you know? 

 

RW:  Right. 

 

SP:  And sometimes the Members around you that haven’t served are counting on you to, 

because you’re the only one that can.  So, it has been great.  Of course, on the Rules and the 

Appropriations, you hear things and you see things that most other Members and, of course, 

members of society as well, the greater, don’t ever see at all, but you get to see every facet of 

government and really learn a lot if you can – the schedule can be harrowing, as you probably 

know, especially coming into the budget process, all the hearings and so on and so forth, but you 
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can see every nook and cranny of your State Government and really get a great education.  So for 

me, the committee assignments have been a blessing, have been a blessing. 

 

RW:  One of the issues that did go to the Governor’s desk for signature, something you had very 

much to deal with, is what I guess people termed the “Castle Doctrine” bill. 

 

SP:  Right; right; right. 

 

RW:  Talk a little bit about getting that bill through the process and ultimately signed into law. 

 

SP:  Yeah.  Well, any bill, of course, what you learn is that you’re not doing any of this stuff on 

your own.  It takes a lot of work.  You really have to believe in it, but you also have to be open to 

ideas.  You don’t have to be, but it really helps move things along.  And I know, in particular, the 

DAs [District Attorneys] Association was opposed to it; they were just plain opposed to it.  And 

so you have folks that love freedom, that want to vote for this thing; at the same time, most of 

those folks are very strongly supportive of law enforcement.  And of course if the DAs 

Association is against it, you know, what the heck is going on here and how can we fix this?  

And I remember the DAs Association came – now, this is just this last term.  We had already 

passed it, of course, in the House and the Senate before – and they came and they said, we want 

to have a discussion about some of the language.  And of course some people were advising me, 

because there are both sides in this thing, and the helpers, all the folks that are helping, and some 

of the folks that are trying to stop it, but some folks that wanted to see the bill moved said, “You 

don’t have to talk to them.  We already have the votes.  Let’s just go.”  Well, that’s not really 
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helpful in the spirit of cooperation, number one; and number two, I’m a human, I’m fallible and I 

make mistakes every day, and the last thing I wanted to do is see this law passed where some 

little thing was missing and you had somebody do the wrong thing where somebody’s life was at 

stake.  I didn’t want to live with that on my conscience, so I said, “Sure, I know we have the 

votes, but let’s sit down and see what they think will make it better, and maybe we’re missing 

something, so let’s have the conversation.”  You know, at the end of the day, the DAs 

Association, you know, they weren’t raising the Castle Doctrine flag, you know, from their 

office or anything like that.  They were not in love with it, but they added some value to it, and 

we actually got more votes for it.  And for the folks that said that this bill that, you know, 

sensibly would let people defend themselves without asking the government first, and where 

these folks said it’s going to be like the wild, wild west out here on the streets, the bill passed, it 

was signed into law, it’s a year, a year and a half later, it’s not the wild, wild west, all right?  

Communities are safe, and not only are communities no less safe than they were before, but 

people’s freedoms are greater now than they were before, and I see that as a win-win and I see 

that as the ability of not only myself, because I’m not here to pat myself on the back, but all the 

folks that were involved in that, and they were many – there were many individuals; there were 

many organizations that wanted to see that law move forward and that bill become law – they all 

benefited from our willingness to just hear all the sides and continue to refine that bill.  Yeah, it 

took five years under my tutelage to get it through, but we wanted to make sure we had 

something that was going to stand the test of time and be valuable, and I think we have that, 

because we were willing to keep working at it and shepherding it along. 

 

RW:  Are there other things that now you’re leaving behind that you’d like to see –  
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SP:  Sure. 

 

RW:  – get passed into law? 

 

SP:  Yeah; absolutely.  You know, as I announced my run for Congress – and I knew I’d be 

leaving here either way, because, you know, I didn’t feel comfortable running for two offices – I 

had a bill on spending limits, to make sure that the State didn’t spend any more than it took in 

within certain provisions of population growth and inflation and so on and so forth.  And at some 

point I thought that I had leadership onboard to try and move this and get a vote on it, and it just 

fell apart.  And with me leaving, you know, you just don’t have the horsepower, once everybody 

knows you’re going, to keep pushing, and it just kind of ran out of steam.  But I would really 

love to see that one enacted.  I have some bills on prevailing wage to try and bring it to the 21st 

century on some of the limits, and so on and so forth.  And I think for our state to be more 

competitive and to actually increase employment here, we need to look at that kind of stuff, and I 

would love to see those efforts taken forward and I would love to be part of it.  You know, the 

good news for me is that those issues, many of them, certainly spending limits, a balanced-

budget amendment at the Federal level, and some of the labor issues at the Federal level, are the 

same.  I’m going to be able to take the knowledge and the experience that I’ve got here and apply 

that there, and I’m already talking to folks about doing that.  So, I am sad to leave.  It’s very 

bittersweet to go, because this is a fabulous place, but it wasn’t meant to be forever, and so you 

just need to be happy for the time that you were blessed to be here and contribute where else you 

can. 
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RW:  You used the term “frustrating.”  Is the process too frustrating?  Is it too cumbersome to 

ultimately get things done, or is it good the way it is? 

 

SP:  The process is good.  It’s meant to be, you know, as I probably wouldn’t have thought this 

10 years ago, but having been in it and looked at what happens when things move too quickly, 

and there are certain things that still do move too quickly, but I think the Founding Fathers, 

maybe by design, maybe it was just by happenstance that it worked out this way, but it was 

supposed to be burdensome.  We’re not supposed to be so kneejerk about things and we’re 

supposed to be deliberative and very pensive and think things through and make sure that the 

things we do make sense for the long haul for the greater of society, not just for little pockets of 

society and not for the short term.  And so, I think that whether we like it or not, and I’m still 

frustrated and I will always be frustrated, there is a reason for it and I think it is a good thing that 

it moves slow, to make sure that we don’t do foolish things. 

 

RW:  Talk about what type of role the branches play and how a compromise has to come in to 

getting something passed between either the Executive and the House and Senate, even the 

judicial branch; how did you work, especially through the Doctrine, but how did you get all those 

people to agree to get something like that through? 

 

SP:  Well, we knew that under certain provisions, that the Governor’s Office with the new 

Governor would support it.  Conversely, we knew almost under no conditions would the former 

Governor sign it.  So interestingly enough, under Governor Rendell [Edward G. Rendell, 
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Governor of Pennsylvania, 2003-2011], it wasn’t the Castle Doctrine bill itself, it was actually an 

amendment to a Megan’s Law bill, and the general thinking or the wisdom at the time was that 

the Governor would be supportive of the Megan’s Law changes.  He would find the Castle 

Doctrine freedoms unpalatable, but the carrot would be enough that he would sign it and just do 

with the stick as he had to, and of course that wasn’t the case.  Conversely, we had already 

passed this through substantially the same House and the same Senate.  The Senate hadn’t 

changed much.  The House changed a little bit, and generally to a greater degree more in favor of 

it with the new House, so we weren’t actually losing votes, we were probably picking up some 

votes in favor of it, and we knew kind of where this new Governor was, so we didn’t have to 

have it as an amendment.  And as a matter of fact, where the Castle Doctrine under Governor 

Rendell was a component to the Megan’s Law bill that was moving, if we had put a bunch of 

stuff on the Castle Doctrine, even though it might have been palatable to certain coalitions, it 

might not have got signed when it got to the Governor’s Office.  So, you know, folks don’t 

realize it, and I’m not sure I would have, having not been here, but every single day with a piece 

of legislation is like a new day, and what might have been acceptable yesterday or an hour ago 

suddenly is not.  And I can tell you that we passed this early in the session, and shortly thereafter 

or some time thereafter, this Trayvon Martin1 thing happened, right?  And can you imagine 

trying to pass that legislation post those events?  The same legislation, and nothing has changed 

ostensibly where crime statistics and the use of weapons or self-defense in Pennsylvania, post 

that, but just that one societal event would have changed the dynamic of the discussion about that 

bill.  And we have done forums about the bill and about the law since that case has happened, but 

it would have just been a whole different dynamic.  So, as a Legislator, the truth almost can 

1 A controversial fatal shooting that took place on February 26, 2012 in Sanford, Florida, where the defense in the 
case successfully used the “Stand Your Ground” self-defense law, which was enacted in 2005 in the state of 
Florida. 

40 
 

                                                           



change every single day of your life on a piece of legislation, not because the wording changes 

but because views change, events change, and, you know, the whole thing is at the whim of those 

occurrences. 

 

RW:  Yeah; I’m glad you went there.  My next question is dealing with the media and what role 

they play.  Obviously in something that large, they’re going to have a say in it, and especially in 

the political process it seems more and more media outlets and bloggers are getting involved in 

the political process.  What type of role do you foresee them having? 

 

SP:  Well, obviously they have a very important role, because people, including myself, 

formulate their opinions based on the things they hear, see, and read, and I don’t think that’s 

going to change anytime soon.  But what I do see, they play a part.  Now, you know, as a guy 

that crafts public policy and deals with the media on a fair amount, you learn pretty quickly, you 

know, that you think one thing and sometimes they think another, and so you kind of learn what 

the rules are, and for me, one of the rules would be, if somebody wants to come talk to me about 

something that I obviously know is probably going to be inflammatory or sensational to a certain 

degree, I’ll ask them up front, “What’s your angle?”  And that’s fair, right?  Because they can 

ask me any question they want.  “What do you think the story is,” is essentially what I’m saying.  

And as long as they’re upfront with me, then I can be and will be upfront with them as well.  It 

just makes the process go a little better, because if we’re already on the same page, then maybe 

I’m not going to key so much on that same page; I can look at some of the other aspects of 

whatever the policy is.  But, if they’re heading 180 degrees from me and I’m really steeped and 

wed to what I think the issue is, then regardless of what they’re question is going to be, I mean, 
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I’m going to address their question and I’m going to keep coming back to staying on the 

messages:  “I believe the issue is this,” “I believe the issue is this,” “I believe the issue is this.”  

On the other hand, I think that the rise of popularity of talk radio and some of the political chat 

channels, you know, the programs that are on that are about political discourse but not as news, 

has changed the dynamic to a certain extent where now you almost see the news outlets feeling 

like they’re now the counterbalance to that political discourse.  So, they’re not necessarily 

reporting the unbiased news, which they purported to be doing in the past; they’re now saying 

their position is, we need to counterbalance this, which is completely one-sided, and I don’t 

know that folks have really – and I might be wrong about that.  I might be completely wrong 

about it, but it seems to me, because I think at this point folks generally accept that the media, the 

“greater,” if you want to use that terminology, is somewhat liberal, and they make no bones 

about it.  They don’t try and hide it or disguise it; they just are a little more moderate or liberal.  

And then you have this other component of the media, so to speak, who has never said they’re 

there to report the news; they’re reporting their opinions based on whatever they see, and now 

the news has seemed to find itself needing to be a counterbalance to that.  But yet a lot of people 

still think it’s the news, where I can read some things and it is decidedly not news; it is decidedly 

opinion. 

 

RW:  Right.  What about then in terms of technology and getting, either getting access to your 

Congressman or Representative and then conversely getting your message out? 

 

SP:  Right.  Well, that’s a double-edged sword, too.  You know, heretofore I have always had a 

listed phone number.  As a private citizen and as an elected official, I thought it was important 
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that people be able to get ahold of you.  I’m running for Congress and I get through the primary 

and now through the General election, and one of the briefings we get is about security and they 

said, “Mr. Congressman-elect, it is not proper or appropriate for you to have a listed number.  

You’ve got a family, number one.  Number two, the world has changed, and you are putting your 

family and yourself at some peril.  And number three, if somebody wants to get ahold of you, do 

they really need your home telephone number?  They’ve got your e-mail.  They’ve got your 

Facebook page.  They can Tweet you.  They can LinkedIn you.  They’ve got e-mail.  They’ve 

got your office phone numbers.  You’ll have multiple offices.  Really?” you know.  And of 

course the other side of that is that now there are all these other venues for immediate 

communication, so that if somebody says, “Oh, Perry did this or didn’t do that,” I can see it and 

immediately say, “Hold on a second here.  Let me set the record straight.  This is what really 

happened, and if you want to have a discussion, give me your phone number,” you know?  Just 

like anything else, there are pros and cons.  It’s a blessing and a curse.  It’s all how you view it 

and how you handle it. 

 

RW:  Typically, I guess historically, we’ve asked questions about how Members relate to one 

another, and you talked a little bit about coming in and relating with some of your freshmen. 

 

SP:  Yeah. 

 

RW:  But in terms of between the caucuses, how have relations, have you witnessed relations, 

and is it a good thing or a bad thing and where is it going? 
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SP:  Well, at the end of the day, as much as anything else, this enterprise, our government, is 

about personal relationships and how you comport yourself.  You might have the greatest idea in 

the world, but at some point you still have to sell it, not only to your side of the aisle but to the 

other side and everything in-between, and so it’s really, really important.  And I’ve watched, 

even as I’ve seen some new folks come in, even in DC this last week on orientation, where 

people are very wed to their positions and to their method of delivering that message.  I have 

learned through my own experience that there can be a better way, and there often is a better 

way, and that your experiences aren’t someone else’s and you see things many times because of 

your experience, your personal experiences and your beliefs, and other people have divergent 

views based on their experiences and their beliefs, and because you didn’t have their experience 

doesn’t mean theirs is a lie or any less important than yours.  So, it’s really important to respect 

those other positions and opinions and to be gracious in your discourse.  I might disagree with 

you vehemently on whatever you’re talking about.  It’s the idea that we’re talking about that we 

have a difference of opinion on.  That does not mean I have a difference of opinion on you as a 

person, and as a matter of fact, some of my, what I would choose to describe as my most strident 

rivals on the House floor, are people that I deeply respect and know, as I’ve observed them, they 

are great Representatives for their district, because they fight for their beliefs.  And I have 

learned from my own shortcomings when I first came here, you know, I said to one gentleman at 

dinner one time, we were having a discussion, and he said – he never really looked up from his 

plate – and he said, “You know, I didn’t appreciate your comments on the Floor the other day,” 

and I said, “Well, why is that?” and he explained the situation akin to the comments.  And my 

answer was, and this is my first week of elective office or something, I said, “Well, sir, maybe 

you shouldn’t be here then,” and the conversation kind of went downhill from there.  I have since 
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mended that fence and explained myself, and it’s not that I changed my belief, but there’s a 

different way of delivering that message.  There’s a different way of delivering that message 

which wouldn’t have had to jeopardize or imperil the good relationship that he and I could have 

had early on to get some things accomplished, which might not have happened because of our 

adversarial relationship.  And that’s on my side of the aisle; can you imagine on the other side of 

the aisle?  So, those experiences have taught me well to really respect the other person’s and 

value the other person’s opinion and be gracious in your discourse, no matter what the issue is.  

You might disagree; it doesn’t mean you can’t have a glass of ice tea later on. 

 

RW:  What would you say would be one of your fondest memories of serving here? 

 

SP:  Well, I have so, so many fond memories, from the lady that makes the sandwich down in 

the cafeteria to saying hi to folks coming up and to the fourth-grade tours.  I can remember one 

of my fondest memories, because it was just burned into my head, of a comment I made on the 

House Floor that was somewhat inflammatory.  And I had thought of some remarks I wanted to 

make about a bill, and truthfully, I can’t even remember what the bill was now that was running, 

but I made some remarks, and it kind of got the whole House into an uproar, and then at some 

point the Sergeant-at-Arms came up to the desk – I had seated myself and went back to work and 

listening – and he said, “The Speaker would like to see you at the rostrum,” and I said, “Yes, 

sir.”  And I walked up, and the Speaker walked over from the desk and he bent down and he 

said, “Representative Perry,” he said, “we choose not to use that kind of language on the Floor,” 

and he straightened my tie like I was, you know, an eighth grader in prep school or something 

like that.  And I said, “I understand what you’re saying, Mr. Speaker,” and I said, “Well, maybe 
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we should on more occasions.”  And I was respectful, and I turned and I walked away and I went 

back to my seat, and I tell people, I felt like I was 100 feet tall, because I don’t think it 

necessarily changed what was going to happen in the legislation, but I knew at that moment that, 

you know, the guy that came from, you know, taking a bath in a steel tub on the front porch was 

changing something in the world big, and that was my job and that’s my job.  And I felt like in a 

little way, there was my proof, that somebody had woken up here and I had moved this big, huge 

rock, you know, a fraction of a centimeter or an inch, you know?  And so, that will always be a 

memorable moment for me. 

  

RW:  Besides legislatively, would you have any regrets? 

 

SP:  Regrets about what?  About –  

 

RW:  About your service here; about what maybe you could have gotten done or didn’t get done. 

 

SP:  Well, I certainly wished I could have gotten done more.  As an individual, I think, you 

know, you have to be realistic; there are only so many things you can do.  I think, no, I can’t 

think of one reason to regret ever being here.  This is a fabulous opportunity and it is a fabulous 

privilege to work in the building.  I took a friend around today.  You know, he’s my best friend, 

he’s my barber, and we’ve been friends since elementary school, and in these now six years that 

at the end I’ll have served, he never was able to find the time to come to the Capitol.  And so, 

you know, he asked, could he come now, and I took him, and we walked through the hall of the 

House and I showed him and he looked around and his mouth was hanging open and I said, 
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“That’s exactly right.  And the day you come in here and you don’t do that is the day you 

probably ought to leave.”  And, no, the long days, the long nights, the unpleasant phone calls, I 

tell people a lot of times, people, the one question I get is, “Do you like it?” “Is it fun?” “Are you 

enjoying it?” and that always gave me pause.  I never expected those questions.  My answer is, 

it’s not always likable and it’s not always enjoyable, because sometimes you’ve got to tell people 

things they don’t want to hear if you’re going to be honest with them and yourself, but it is 

really, really fulfilling, and I can’t think of one single regret of ever having come to here, and I 

will sorely miss it, regardless of what happens.  The rest of my life, I will sorely miss not coming 

to the Pennsylvania State Capitol. 

 

RW:  Well, what lessons are you going to take from your job here elsewhere with you? 

 

SP:  Well, again, establishing those relationships based on trust and reasonable discourse; being 

solid in your foundation of what you believe but understanding, recognizing, and appreciating 

other people’s principles; working hard every day; having an open mind, being open, and going 

the extra mile when people want to talk to you are all lessons that I came here with.  I didn’t 

really learn them here.  Some of them I did and maybe refined them, but I’m going to take those 

for the rest of my life.  But certainly as a servant-leader, I got, I don’t know, 750,000 or 730,000 

new bosses, and I hope to take those same principles with me to Washington, DC.  It will be a 

little tougher because there are a lot more bosses, and, you know, if they want you to come for 

dinner every night, my wife and my kids would like to see me, too, but I am going to endeavor to 

do it as much as I can, and if they want me to make house calls, if I physically can, I certainly 

will.  So, that’s what I’m about. 
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RW:  Maybe then in a similar vein, if someone was looking to get interested in politics, what 

advice would you have for them? 

 

SP:  The advice I’d have for them is to have an open mind, be prepared to work hard for very 

little, for whatever length of time it took, and to make sure you’re doing it for the right reason.  If 

your only reason in doing it is that you want to work at the Capitol and get the paycheck that 

comes from here, you’ll need to probably, in my mind, reevaluate your principles.  Certainly you 

get paid to be here and everybody needs to make a living, but if that is your overarching 

principle, to come here and wield power and get paid for it, I would question your rationale for 

being here, number one.  And number two, people quickly see through that, if not your 

constituents, certainly the people that are here that have worked here for a little while, and I think 

your effectiveness will be diminished and, you know, you won’t be as fulfilled as you could be if 

you’re here for other reasons, which is to do the work of the people. 

 

RW:  Now you’re moving on.  Like you said, you’re going to represent 10 times as many 

constituents as you are now.  What are your expectations going to Washington? 

 

SP:  My expectations. Well, my expectation of myself is to work like a slave and try somehow to 

represent what I call a microcosm of Pennsylvania, which, in itself, is a microcosm of the United 

States.  You know, Pennsylvania has Philadelphia on one end and Pittsburgh on the other, and, 

you know, you’ve got Scranton and Erie and then you’ve got, which is, you know, if we’re going 

to term it in political terms, “blue,” and then you’ve got the whole rest of the State with a couple 

48 
 



of enclaves red.  York County and Dauphin County, with the city of York and the city of 

Harrisburg and the 4th Congressional District with the fruit farms and the orchards of Adams 

County and some of the commercial industry in Cumberland County and the dairy farms of 

southern York County, you know, is the same thing, where I have got very significantly 

competing interests in the district that I have to represent, and it is going to be hard to find some 

compromise between these two constituencies, which is the same, I think, strife and struggle that 

the State at a larger level deals with and the country at a larger level deals with.  And I think that 

if I’m able to continue to be reelected or reelected again and able to maybe not make all sides 

happy but make them all appreciate what they have and do some work that’s acceptable to all 

sides, that I can be a good representation of what we need across the country in the discourse that 

we have politically and the solutions that we find. 

 

RW:  A lot of the issues that you’ve been outspoken on – illegal immigration, fiscal issues – are 

certainly national issues –  

 

SP:  Yeah; yeah. 

 

RW:  – as well as State issues.  What type of, I guess, voice do you expect to have in 

Washington on those much broader nationwide issues? 

 

SP:  Well, I don’t think that I’ll have quite a loud of voice.  I mean, there are 435 as opposed to 

203, so, you know, that needs to be said.  And also I think that, you know, I’m going to have to 

establish myself as credible in those arenas, because you’re competing with other folks for a 
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limited amount of airtime on a national stage.  That having been said, I mean, I have some 

experience in those issues, and I have been somewhat successful, at least at helping to steer the 

course of public discourse.  And, you know, I plan to have a loud voice and represent my 

constituency in that regard, and, you know, I’m not going to shirk from that duty and 

responsibility.  So I hope to get right into the fray.  You know, I’m going to choose my words 

very carefully, and I know that there’s a larger constituency to represent and I have to represent 

both sides.  Here again, you know, I think at some point there is a more right way than a more 

wrong way to do things, and we’re striving for the more right way.  And some folks will be 

disappointed or upset with the decisions and the votes, and all I can do is try and reach out to 

those folks, let them know that I’m open to hear their thoughts on that, and if I’ve been wrong, 

admit that, you know, I’ve been wrong and try and right those things and otherwise explain 

myself and show them where, you know, they might have some shortcomings in their thoughts 

and where the course of action that I’m advocating is better for all of us.  Even though 

sometimes it might be bad for me as an individual, it might be better for all of us as a society, as 

a nation, as a state, and as a 4th Congressional District.  So, you know, that’s always the plan.  I 

mean, folks that are in the work of statesmanship and of policy-crafting have to make tough 

decisions and then have to justify those decisions to the folks at home, and how you explain 

yourself and comport yourself is important, and you have to be out there and stand for the 

criticism.  That’s part of it. 

 

RW:  Lastly, how would you sum up your time as a State Representative, or how would you like 

to be remembered as a State Representative? 
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SP:  I would like to be remembered as firm but approachable and pleasant.  I mean, I’ve tried to 

have a smile every single day, and generally I have, because life is, I’ve been blessed with a 

wonderful occurrence of events, including taking the bath in the, you know, in the steel 

galvanized tub out on the porch to right now I’ve got a wonderful, healthy family and two 

beautiful children and a wonderful wife and just a fabulous existence.  And so, I try and be as 

affable as I can to every single person, and there’s no job – you know, I help the folks in the, you 

know, if I see some trash I pick it up, you know, and help the folks that are working right next to 

me with different jobs.  And I just hope that if I was to be remembered as anybody or anything, it 

was to be a principled person that was polite. 

 

RW:  Well, is there anything else that you’d like to speak on that we haven’t covered thus far? 

 

SP:  Well, maybe, and I think we have covered it a little bit, and that is if people are interested in 

doing this.  There is no higher calling.  It is not easy and it is not always enjoyable, but you will 

find nothing more fulfilling.  And I can find, you know, there are many different ways to give 

back to your community and your society, but if you find that this is potentially your calling, you 

will never know if you don’t throw your hat in the arena.  And so first, maybe read Teddy 

Roosevelt’s speech about the man in the arena or the person in the arena, and if you think that 

that’s something that you want to put yourself through and your family through and your friends 

through, because you all go through it together, then I urge you on to that, because we are going 

to need well grounded, strong leaders of strong opinion, but reasonable ability to have discourse, 

serving.  This is a tough job that wears people out if they do it well.  And, you know, it’s a 

marathon, not a sprint, but even the old horses get tired and they need some relief at some point. 
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RW:  Right. 

 

SP:  So, if your heart’s in it for the right reasons, I would hope that you would take a chance, and 

if you’d love to talk about that someday, I’d love to sit down with you.  That would be my 

message. 

 

RW:  Well, thank you for your service, not only militarily but also legislatively, and for sitting 

down and talking with us today. 

 

SP:  Well, it’s been my great privilege, and I hope somebody in posterity gets something out of 

this.  I don’t know what I could have said that would ever be meaningful to anyone, but maybe it 

will be, and if nothing else, maybe a circus sideshow at the end of the day somewhere.  

 

RW:  Well, thank you, sir.  I appreciate it. 

 

SP:  Well, thanks. 
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