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Raymond J. Whittaker III (RW):  This morning we are here with Representative Dante 

Santoni, a Democrat from the 126th District in Berks County, and he has served from 1993 to 

2012.  Representative Santoni, thank you for being with us today. 

 

The Honorable Dante Santoni, Jr. (DS):  Nice to be here.  Thank you for having me. 

 

RW:  I want to start off by asking you to talk a little bit about your childhood and growing up, 

and specifically growing up in the area where you’ve come to represent. 

 

DS:  Well, I’m born and raised in my district, and actually I live in the city of Reading now, but I 

grew up in Muhlenberg Township.  My parents still live there.  Well, actually, I was born in 

Maidencreek Township for a little bit.  My parents were in the mushroom business.  Berks 

County is a big mushroom area.  So,k when I was first born, when I was just a toddler and a 

baby, we lived in Maidencreek Township next to the mushrooms, in an apartment next to the 

mushrooms.  So I, you know, the smell of mushrooms doesn’t bother me at all, believe it, 

because I, as I said, grew up around that.  And then when I was 12 years old, we moved into 

Muhlenberg and moved into my grandfather’s house and I lived there and went to Muhlenberg 

and loved it, you know, decided to stay there as I got older.  And then, of course, went away to 

college, lived away for just a little bit, but came back and worked for the Muhlenberg Township 

Board of Commissioners for a time before I was elected.  And got married and now we live in 

the city of Reading with my wife and my two daughters. 
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RW:  Growing up, were either yourself or your family ever involved in politics in any way, 

other than voting? 

 

DS:  Never.  You know, it’s funny, my dad had a friend that was a district justice, and he would 

always try to get my dad involved, and my dad would like, “No, you politicians.  Get away from 

me.”  And he would vote, of course, but he would never get involved.  And then his son got 

involved in politics, and that gentleman that was the district justice would always pick on him:  

“Yeah, you never, you said, wanted to get involved.  Now your son’s a State Rep.”  So, now he’s 

a political junkie now.  But no, no, never, never; no family time, no family legacies, if you will, 

with regards to politics.  I sort of got involved in it when I started working for Muhlenberg 

Township. 

 

RW:  Then with your work there, how did that end up leading you to running for public office? 

 

DS:  Well, it wasn’t an elected office, but I did work for a board of commissioners of a first-class 

township, a large municipality north of the city of Reading.  And some of the commissioners 

were committee people who were involved in the political world, and when I was working for 

the township, I started getting involved in local races; you know, township commissioner races, 

school board, county races.  I got involved in some judicial races and county controller, the 

grassroots kind of thing, and that’s sort of where I got interested in the political world, and it 

prompted me to run.  Back in 1992 is when I first ran. 

 

RW:  And you’re running as a Democrat, or ran as a Democrat. 
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DS:  Right. 

 

RW:  Well, what influenced you to choose that side? 

 

DS:  Well, a little-known fact: when I first registered to vote at Villanova when I was a 

freshman, when I was 18, I was a Democrat, because my parents were Democrats, and then I 

switched for a short time to be a Republican, believe it or not.  Many of my Democratic friends 

don’t know that, but if they see this, they’ll probably say, “What?”  But, I was a Republican for a 

short time, and then when I moved back and started working for the township, some of the 

people that I knew were, again, Democratic Committee people.  And then I started getting 

involved and started looking at the issues a little closer and understanding that, you know, of 

course not every issue I agree with with the Democratic platform but a large percentage.  

Education and the environment and issues that I think affect working-class people are more in 

line with what the Democratic platform was, so that was part of it.  But also, you know, my 

bosses were Democrats, and, you know, in the political world I thought, you know, if I’m going 

to bring you on here to hire you, it might be better if you were a Democrat instead of a 

Republican. 

 

RW:  The same party.  Yeah, sure. 

 

DS:  So, that was all part of it.  I think it all sort of came together. 
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RW:  Well, then what prompted you to run in [19]92?  You came – there was a sort of, looking 

over your district history, it went Democrat, Republican, Democrat, Republican. 

 

DS:  Yes, it did.  Well, as I said, I was involved in some grassroots at local offices, and I got the 

bug to run.  And I sat down, again, with some of my political mentors way back when, some of 

the township commissioners that were involved, and I said, “I’m interested in running.  I want to 

run,” you know, “I think I can do well.”  You know, I had family in the area, a large family that 

could help.  The incumbent before me, former State Rep. Paul Angstadt [State Representative, 

Berks County 1983-1992], who then became Mayor, hadn’t decided he was not going to run 

again, and I was, you know, I was young and stupid and I thought, “I’m going to try to take him 

out,” you know?  And not because I ran, but then he was going to serve 10 years, I found out 

later, and then he was going to retire, so it became an open seat.  So then, of course, that brings 

multiple people into the race. 

 

RW:  Seven in the primary. 

 

DS:  Seven Democrats and three Republicans. 

 

RW:  Yeah; yeah. 

 

DS:  And, you know, as I said, I had a couple of people that knew a little bit about politics, but 

there was a lot of, you know, we were all new at this and didn’t know what we were doing.  But 
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as I said, we had a lot of family and friends that got involved, and back in [19]92, I was fortunate 

enough to win that first primary and that first General. 

 

RW:  Well, what did you learn from that first primary, that first election, and moving on to 20 

years later? 

 

DS:  Well, I think, again, we were – I think you learn how to use your resources better.  I mean, 

of course the political arena has changed with technology and things.  Back then it was a little bit 

different, but I think, I think we used our resources on things like nail files and things that I later 

learned weren’t real effective, and billboards and all kinds of stuff that, you know, wouldn’t you 

like to see your face up on the billboard. 

 

RW:  Sure. 

 

DS:  But as far as effectiveness, you know, on your resources, I think I learned a lot of what to 

put my resources into.  I spent it, you know, in the beginning, I think I just sort of threw 

everything against the wall and hoped something would stick and then learn, you know, through 

experience where to better use your resources as far as direct mail and things like that.  So, I 

think that’s one of the things I learned over time. 

 

RW:  Well, then talk a little bit more about your district and the demographics of your district 

and how that maybe played into your running and campaigning. 
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DS:  Well, you know, certainly, as you said, I was in 20 years, so it changed a little bit with the 

one redistricting.  But when I first came in, that was the first year of redistricting, so my district 

then was part of the city of Reading, but very diverse.  I mean, the city of Reading where 

probably the nicest part is in more affluent – when I say “nice,” just more affluent when you look 

at the demographics – and then there was also some housing projects in the other part of my 

district, so I had a real diverse city of Reading.  And then I had a suburban area and even some 

rural; I had some farmland.  I represented Bern Township for 10 years and the borough of 

Leesport, which was a little bit more rural.  So, I had to deal with farm issues and agriculture and 

things like that.  And then after that first redistricting, I lost that rural part of my district, so it 

became more urban and suburban, a little bit more Democratic, even though my predecessor was 

a Republican, so it’s a swing area.  But, it became more Democratic my last 10 years, so it was 

more of a suburban, blue-collar, you know, even the suburban part of my district was blue-collar, 

but of course the city was blue-collar.  And then it changed demographically.  I mean, in Berks 

County there’s a large Hispanic population and it’s growing, so I learned to, you know, get 

involved in the issues that are important, like immigration and things like that.  So, that’s how it 

sort of changed over time.  I think it became a little, as I said, less rural and more urban, and of 

course the issues that followed that are some of the issues that I followed myself. 

 

RW:  Well, we’ve just gone through another reapportionment period.  Has it changed again or 

how has it changed? 

 

DS:  A little bit; not as significant.  I think it’s going to, as far as Democrat-Republican 

performance, it’s going to pretty much stay the same, but my successor will have a similar 
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district.  Some of the outskirts are going to change, but it’s still going to stay urban and 

suburban.  There won’t be any rural areas in it. 

 

RW:  And Reading is an urban area.  How is it similar, how is it different, than some of the other 

urban areas we talked about – York, Lancaster?  Maybe even it’s not far away from Philadelphia.  

How is Reading similar and different from those? 

 

DS:  Well, the demographic changes; as I said, a large Hispanic and the opportunities that come 

from that.  But, it’s similar in a lot of ways to those areas as far as, you know, with the economy 

and jobs.  We’re looking for jobs.  I mean, just in my 20 years, we had some really large 

employers, just symptomatic of the whole Northeast part of the country, I think. 

 

RW:  Right. 

 

DS:  We had Dana Corporation, which was a large small-truck manufacturer, with thousands of 

jobs that they left.  We had over, the different names, but AT&T it was called; it was called 

Western Electric, a large manufacturer of electronics.  Thousands of jobs left town.  So, that sort 

of changed and we became a service area.  We have a lot of great education opportunities, 

colleges.  I live near Albright College, the Reading Area Community College, Kutztown 

University, Alvernia.  We have some great opportunities there, some great hospitals.  So, like the 

rest of the Northeastern part of the country, we slipped a little bit far back on the manufacturing, 

but have become more service-oriented.  And I think, you know, we’re adjusting.  We’re in that 

transition now with that and with the demographic changes and things like that.  So, I think we 
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share that somewhat with other areas.  Of course, Philadelphia is, you know, the largest city, and 

I don’t know that we’re very similar to them in ways.  I mean, they’re an urban area and have 

some issues there, too.  But I think one thing I think has changed is the attitude about cities, at 

least I think in our county, where people sort of said, oh, the city’s on their own, and, you know, 

if it dies or lives, you know, it’s not going to affect us.  But people are realizing that, including, 

you know, a lot of business people that might have their business outside of the city that need to 

believe, and I’ve always believed this, that if a good core, your city, does well, I think the rest of 

your area does well, and if it doesn’t, eventually the problems that exist there are going to just 

spread their way out.  So, I think that’s one of the things that I’ve seen has changed in a positive 

way.  People outside the city realize the city needs help and needs to do well. 

 

RW:  That’s a good segue to my next question:  what types of things from those demographics, 

from your constituents, what types of requests did you often field?  What types of problems often 

arise from them that they brought to you? 

 

DS:  Well, I think there’s, you know, I mentioned briefly earlier some immigration issues.  You 

know, we want to give people an opportunity to become citizens; as I said, a large Hispanic 

population.  You know, jobs; people are looking for jobs.  I mean, a lot of people move down 

from New York.  The standard of living is a lot cheaper in our county and they’re looking for 

work and jobs.  We, you know, we have an infrastructure issue in Berks County, so I think that’s 

one of the things that, you know, the people that are running for office are talking about today, 

and that’s been an issue and a concern of many people, not just the Hispanic population but 

everywhere, the need for jobs and people looking for work.  And as I said, we’re changing.  You 
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know, we’re trying to look at technology and, you know, entrepreneurship and things like that.  

But I think the days of, I mentioned a couple of big manufacturing places in Berks County, I 

think the days of those two and three thousand job businesses coming in, they’re difficult.  I 

think it’s more of a, you know, 100 jobs here, 100 jobs there, and I think that’s what we’ve been 

focusing on.  But again, the issue of people coming to me – that demographic – they’re looking 

for jobs and they’re looking for a better life.  I mean, our ancestors came over from Europe way 

back in, you know, the turn of the last century to make a better life for themselves and their 

families, and I think these new immigrants that are coming to areas like Berks County to try to 

make a better life for themselves and their families and they’re looking for work. 

 

RW:  How have the ways that you’ve helped them changed over the last 20 years?  If someone 

walked in your district office, now someone e-mails you or calls you or Facebook’s you or 

however they come in contact with you, how has that changed over your last 20 years? 

 

DS:  Well, just those, the technology that’s advanced.  I mean, I think the state has done a pretty 

good job of providing some – we have lots of resources that we can sort of connect with people.  

We have, of course, through the Department of Commerce area up here and through the 

Governor’s Office and some of the agencies that are up here, we connect them with.  We’ve been 

involved in getting some business opportunities.  There’s a group back home called the Greater 

Reading Economic Partnership that sort of coordinates when people are interested in starting a 

business and sort of giving them a map on what they can do.  When someone comes and is 

looking for work or looking to start a business, they’re sort of, you know, lost.  But there’s 

CareerLink that we have; there’s a bunch of different groups that are trying to help business.  So, 
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I think that has been very helpful and has changed.  But I think when I first started, when all 

those, you know, big companies were there, you’d sort of just, you know, go down to Dana and 

fill out an application and then try to get a job, and now it’s a little bit different, and there’s 

different agencies, different people that can help. 

 

RW:  Is the change in technology, do you think, a good thing, being able to access you, the 

Representative, 24 hours a day, seven days a week, you know, on whatever issue? 

 

DS:  I think it is.  I mean, I laughed, only because, you know, back when I first started, when 

someone had a real concern, you know, they either had to pick up the phone and call you or send 

a letter and type it up and send it in, and then you knew that, you know, this person had an 

interest in the issue.  Now with technology, while it’s very easy for people to get ahold of you, 

sometimes you get these mass e-mails and – I mean, I’ll give you an example.  I got an e-mail 

from a constituent, who I knew, and she sent me an e-mail, and it was sort of a scathing e-mail 

on an environmental issue, and I have a terrific environmental, and I think I was absent for some 

reason.  And she sent me this e-mail and I called her up and I said, “What’s the problem?”  And 

she said, “Oh, I didn’t even know I sent that.  They just send me a thing and I hit a button and 

then it goes through.”  So, I mean, I laughed, because I think it’s a great thing with all the 

technology and the information that you can get, but it does make it easier, and sometimes 

people maybe just hit a button and aren’t as interested maybe as they would have to be if they 

actually had to sit down and write a letter.  But overall, I think it’s great. 
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RW:  How do you then show people back home now, you talked a lot about, before you went on 

air, you talked about being an incumbent and getting back to your district; how do you show 

people back then either that you’re helping them or, what you’re doing here in Harrisburg, 

showing them what you’re working on is working? 

 

DS:  Well, I think being – I’m retiring at the end of November – but I think that growing up in 

the area, knowing, you know, I still attend everything.  I think it’s important to get back and 

remember where you came from.  I’ve always tried to do that.  Even when I wasn’t running, I 

would knock on doors and visit people and go to all the events.  One of the people that I learned 

that from, one of my political mentors, was a former State Senator, Mike O’Pake [Michael; State 

Representative, Berks County, 1969-1972; State Senator, 1973-2010], who, of course, passed a 

couple of years ago, and, you know, he was the best, and I think his legacy is that he cared about 

people no matter if it was, you know, some huge piece of legislation that was up in Harrisburg or 

if it was just some elderly lady that needed help with her PACE [Pharmaceutical Assistance 

Contract for the Elderly] or something similar.  He told me, you know; take care of those kinds 

of issues, even if they don’t seem that important, because they are important to the person that’s 

talking to you about it.  So, I think that I took that to heart.  And getting back home; being here 

when you have to.  Of course, it’s important.  That’s our job, up here voting on bills in 

Harrisburg, but making sure you get home to listen.  I think that’s one of the things that, I mean, 

politicians like to talk, I know, but I think it’s important that we listen, and that’s one of the 

things that I took to heart, to get back home and, as I said, knock on doors, visit, you know, go to 

all the bingo things and all those kinds of events where you hear from the people that you 

represent. 
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RW:  Well, let’s go there.  Let’s talk about your time here in Harrisburg. 

 

DS:  Okay. 

 

RW:  Let’s start off and talk about your first Swearing-In ceremony, coming to Harrisburg for, 

politically, I guess, for the first time.  What do you remember of your first Swearing-In 

ceremony? 

 

DS:  I remember, of course, you know, all the pomp and circumstance and all the flowers and 

then having my family and, you know, bringing tons of people up the first time – everybody is 

real excited – and then just walking in to that floor and looking up and thinking, “Wow, what am 

I doing here?”  I mean, “Do I belong here?”  And I think that that was, I remember that so well, 

you know, looking up at that ceiling and all that great artwork, as President Roosevelt said when 

he dedicated “the handsomest building” he ever saw, and I was in awe.  I really was.  I didn’t 

think I belonged here.  But, you know, you learn and you grow, and I enjoyed it thoroughly.  But 

that first time is something to behold.  It takes you back. 

 

RW:  You talked about voting on the House Floor, speaking on the House Floor; how, over the 

first couple of years that you were here, how do you learn how to do all that stuff, because 

obviously you don’t know generally the House rules coming in your first day? 

 

DS:  Right. 
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RW:  How do you go through that learning process about what to do and what to say? 

 

DS:  Well, you sort of tie yourself to some people that you get to know and that you trust.  Of 

course, one of the other Democrat from Berks County, Representative Tom Caltagirone 

[Thomas; State Representative, Berks County, 1975-present], a dear friend, you know, got some 

of the – you know, find out where the bathrooms are and all that kind of stuff.  My office was 

right next to his when I first got here, so Tom was very helpful to me in some of the, you know, 

daily stuff that goes on here.  But looking at some of the Members that I served with, you know, 

some of the committees I served with, I would sort of watch them and follow them, and then you 

learn.  You know, one of the things I learned is, you know, you can’t know everything about 

everything.  So, I know that some Members liked to get up and talk a lot more than I did, but I 

think that I picked, you know, picked and chose what issues to deal with and some of the 

committees that I served on and then eventually became Chair of, and just watching others that I 

knew and that I got to know and that I knew were good and caring and decent Legislators.  I 

think that’s where I originally sought out advice from and counsel from. 

 

RW:  Well, let’s talk about some of your committee work then.  Starting out, how did you get on 

the committees you were on?  I know you were on Agriculture, Transportation pretty often –  

 

DS:  Yeah. 

 

RW:  – Local Government.  Liquor Control I think you were on almost your entire time here. 
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DS:  Right. 

 

RW:  Did you choose those out front or were those ones that you were assigned to and then just 

decided to stay with? 

 

DS:  I think some of them were, you know, part of my background and part of my district.  

Others I sort of, you know, had an interest in and just, you know, wanted to get on.  You talked 

about Agriculture.  Being from the mushroom industry in Berks County, I thought I’d serve on 

there and be helpful.  And a lot of the issues weren’t really focused on mushrooms, mushroom 

growing, so I sort of got off of it.  Local Government, of course working for the township I had a 

little bit of background.  Transportation I just thought was one of the, you know, everybody 

wants to get on Appropriations, and, you know, only so many freshmen get on it, and then I think 

Transportation is right there as one of the top committees, so I was fortunate enough to get put 

on Transportation.  And I think Liquor, I just was interested in liquor, I guess.  You know, isn’t 

everybody?  I just thought that, you know, Pennsylvania, and I’m sure we’ll talk about some of 

the issues related to liquor as I became Democratic Chairman, but I just thought it was an 

interesting committee.  And then I served for a while on Tourism, too, and I really, really 

enjoyed that.  I think the Republican Chair of the committee, for the few terms I was on, Bob 

Godshall [Robert; State Representative, Montgomery County, 1983-present], I think was terrific 

and really, really built that committee up.  An important issue; tourism is the second leading 

industry in our state, and I really enjoyed, you know, it was a good committee that you learned a 

lot on.  But I think it’s important to be on a committee that you think is fun, and Tourism is fun.  
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We had a good time.  We used to travel around the state and see all the different things, and I got 

a chance to get to the bigger cities and some of the smaller cities, and as I said, Chairman 

Godshall took us around.  So some, again, some of the committees I served on were based on, 

you know, my district and others, you know, a personal interest in some of those committees. 

 

RW:  Well, before we talk about the issues within the committees, talk about the leadership role 

within the committees.  You were Subcommittee Chair, and then you became a full Chairman of 

two committees later on; talk about the different roles that they play within the committee 

process. 

 

DS:  Well, as a rank-and-file, I mean, you’re involved, you’re involved sort of as just another 

Member and, you know, it’s an important position, but as you become Subcommittee Chair – 

now, the subcommittee process in the House, it’s not as important, I think, as it is in the Senate.  

They deal with more issues, or at the Federal level.  A couple of issues get thrown your way here 

and there, so it’s important.  But as Chairman, I think that’s one of the things that I enjoyed the 

most as Chair; it sort of gave me sort of my second wind with regards to serving here in the 

Legislature.  You know, as a rank-and-file – 

 

RW:  Sure. 

 

DS:  – I mean, I enjoyed it, but, you know, I was thinking, oh, I want to get more involved, and 

then as Chair you really do, especially as Majority Chair.  I served as Majority Chair for Gaming 

Oversight, and you determine, you know, you set the agenda, and I’m sure we’re going to get 
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into some of the issues related that I got involved with back with that committee.  But as you 

move up from rank-and-file to Subcommittee Chair to Chair, you really get more involved in the 

issues, and I think it sort of, as I said, recharges your battery and then you can focus a little bit 

more on specific things and realize how difficult it is to get a bill to a committee vote –  

 

RW:  Sure; absolutely. 

 

DS:  – and work on all of that, and that’s one of the things that I learned when I became 

Chairman. 

 

RW:  Well, let’s tackle Gaming Oversight first. 

 

DS:  Okay. 

 

RW:  A huge issue – 

 

DS:  Yes. 

 

RW:  – in Pennsylvania is the, there’s actually even smaller issues that go into it, but the 

installation, I guess, of casinos in Pennsylvania, which you oversaw that process, and table 

gaming in Pennsylvania.  And even small games of chance, which was passed recently. 

 

DS:  Right. 
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RW:  Talk at length your role in that and how that came to fruition here in Pennsylvania. 

 

DS:  Well, as you said, gaming, you know, is a new initiative, basically – fairly new.  I mean, we 

passed the slot machine part of the casinos in 2004.  There was no Gaming Oversight 

Committee.  I believe it was under Tourism.  I’m not even sure what committee it served under 

the first few years, but then, because of the importance, the Gaming Oversight became a full-

fledged standing committee.  One term before I was Chairman, Harold James [State 

Representative, Philadelphia County, 1989-2008, 2011-2012] was Chairman, the Democratic 

Chair, so he started it.  And I loved the issue.  I think it’s important.  I know it’s controversial, 

but I just think it’s really important.  It’s done a lot of good in Pennsylvania.  In 2004, as I said, 

the slots part of casino gaming was instituted.  And then we fast-forward a few years, and I think 

everybody realized at some point that table games would be part of the discussion.  So last term, 

I guess it was in 2009, 2008-2009; 2009-2010 term it was that I was Chairman – there was some 

discussion about, you know, we had some budget issues, of course, and things were getting 

tough, and actually the Senate Republicans decided, well, let’s talk about finding some other 

revenue.  Nobody wanted to vote for broad-based taxes, no increase in the sales or the income or 

anything like that, so there was some discussion about putting table games in, and everybody 

thought, well, we’re going to do this, but maybe this is a little too fast.  But, to make a long story 

short, we decided that that was what we were going to make part of the budget process.  So, to be 

honest with you, to backtrack real quick, when I first had the opportunity to become Chairman, I 

wanted to be Chair of Tourism.  Because I had served on the committee, and as I said earlier, I 

really loved it and it was fun, I wanted to be Tourism and Recreational Development Chairman, 
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and sort of had a little bit of an argument with my leadership about it, but they were going to 

give it to somebody else, a good friend and a terrific Chairman, Thad Kirkland [Thaddeus; State 

Representative, Delaware County, 1993-present] from Chester, Representative Kirkland.  So, the 

leader at the time, Todd Eachus [State Representative, Luzerne County, 1997-2010], came to me 

and said how would you like to be Gaming Oversight, take over Gaming Oversight, because 

Representative James had lost and wasn’t coming back.  And I said, “Well, all right, I’ll take it,” 

you know.  “I don’t know what’s going to happen, but I’ll take it.”  So, as I’m a believer in 

things all working out, this big issue of table games came, and I really, really, really learned the 

process and really got involved in tackling a major issue in Pennsylvania, you know, getting it in 

our committee and working with our Committee Members.  And again, it was controversial, and, 

you know, it was mostly Democratic votes that got it through.  We had to work with getting 

some Republican votes, get it through the committee process, have hearings, you know, work 

with the Senate, work with the Governor’s Office.  It was something that consumed my time for 

a really long time, but something that I look back on with a lot of pride, and I think if I have to 

pick a signature issue that I was involved with, I mean, I had some bills that I had that were 

dealing with other issues, but that table games thing and the impact that it had on our economy, 

on jobs, on tourism, on economic development, on a whole number of issues that, I think, really 

have proven to be successful, it has been a successful venture in PA, and I was really, really 

honored and proud to really lead the charge in the House.  You know, as Chairman, I had to deal, 

and I remember vividly the three long days of floor debate and then the hundreds and hundreds 

of amendments and answering questions and going through all of that.  But, you know, being 

part of that, I didn’t think it would ever end, but looking back on it, that’s something that I’m 

really proud of and something that I will never forget, because as I go to the casinos and walk 
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around, a lot of times when it first opened I looked at all the people that were playing blackjack 

and craps and all the table games and thought, you know what, I had something to do with this –  

 

RW:  Right. 

 

DS:  – and it’s something that I’m proud of. 

 

RW:  So, it’s something you’re going to continue to track. 

 

DS:  Yeah. 

 

RW:  Even though you’re not involved quite as much. 

 

DS:  Absolutely we’ll be involved.  You know, I always see the numbers and, you know, in 

every article that I get seeing in regards to gaming, because I was so intimately involved in it at 

the time.  And I know that the gaming industry is fairly new in PA and it’s been doing really 

well, but there’s going to be a maturing process, and I think that I won’t be part of it, but the 

Legislature needs to address it as that industry gets more mature. 

 

RW:  Okay.  Is there more steps going to be needed to be involved going forward? 

 

DS:  I don’t know if there’s going to be an opportunity to build more casinos; maybe.  I think the 

model that Pennsylvania has, unlike, you know, Las Vegas or New Jersey where they’re all in 
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one spot, we actually put them where most of the people are, if you will, throughout the state.  

I’m sure that you have to look at that model, but if there’s a potential to put more casinos up, 

maybe that will happen.  I think, you know, you need to look at some of the regulations.  It’s a 

very regulated industry, and it should be for reasons, you know, for obvious reasons, but maybe 

they need to look at that.  You know, it’s a good business; it’s creating jobs.  And as other states 

are doing it, too, I mean everyone –  

 

RW:  Right; sure. 

 

DS:  – a lot of states are looking at gaming as sort of a revenue source.  We can’t just sit on our 

hands and continue to do the same thing if it’s not working, but, you know, we don’t want to fall 

into the trap I think that Jersey has fallen into, as things were going well and they thought, I 

guess, they’d be on top forever and didn’t really look into the future.  We need to make sure we 

do that, and I’m sure the powers that be will do that. 

 

RW:  So, you’re satisfied where it is at this point; like you said, in a relatively short period of 

time.  So, as to where the money’s going, as to how they’re operating, you’re –  

 

DS:  Overall, I think yes, I am.  I mean, I know that there was some haggling over some of the 

tax rates and, you know. 

 

RW:  Right; sure. 
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DS:  The casinos think they’re being taxed too much, and some of the Legislators wanted to tax 

it a little bit more.  And, you know, that give and take, we went through that, but I think we came 

to a good agreement on what the slots pay and on what the table games are; I think they’re fair.  I 

think another important issue on the gaming, and I think this is what has really done well for the 

communities, there was some concern about crime, and that issue, that concern, has really not 

come to fruition.  The communities that have casino gaming have really nothing.  I mean, there’s 

a couple little things here and there, but this widespread panic that they thought was coming with 

gaming has not happened.  But there’s provisions, and a lot of negotiations dealt with this as we 

were putting the package together, the local share; there’s a percentage that goes back to the 

local community that’s really important to those communities.  And, you know, the closest one 

to us here is Hollywood in Hershey, and a lot of the fire companies and community groups get 

that local share, and it really helps.  Especially in these tough economic times when communities 

are really looking for help, the casinos have helped those local communities.  So, the local share 

and how we put that together was really an important part of the negotiations, but I think it’s a 

really important part of the bill to help the communities that have these casinos. 

 

RW:  Is there anything else within the gaming industry you want to talk about before we switch 

gears?  Because there’s some other big issues we want to get at, too. 

 

DS:  No.  I just think that, you know, I was Gaming Oversight Chairman when we were in the 

majority, and then the next term, I actually had this discussion with one of my leaders about, you 

know, what committees I wanted to chair after, you know, whether I wanted to continue to stay 

on Gaming Oversight, and our discussion was, “Maybe you want to look at another committee.”  
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Not that every issue was resolved and there’s nothing more important with gaming, because 

there is, but the casino aspect of it, I think, is something they’re going to have to play it out and 

maybe, as I said, deal with it in another session or two later with regards to some of the 

regulations and things like that.  I think they’re trying to just let it settle and let it go.  So, it was 

his suggestion that I move to another committee, and that’s why I moved, not because I didn’t 

love gaming and the Gaming Oversight Committee, but I think, you know, there was another 

committee that had a big issue forthcoming, and I think that my leaders thought that I could 

handle that issue, so that’s why I moved to Liquor. 

 

RW:  Yeah.  We’re in the midst of liquor control and the state privatization aspect –  

 

DS:  Yes. 

 

RW:  – and plans that are floating out there.  Talk a little bit about that and how that has come 

about.  I mean, it’s certainly not a new issue. 

 

DS:  No, it’s not.  It’s old. 

 

RW:  I mean, it has been recycled for many years. 

 

DS:  But one of the remarks I made in my closing, when I was making my closing remarks a 

couple of weeks ago was, one of the reasons I retired was my leaders made me Committee 

Chairman of Gaming and then they gave me Liquor; I was afraid where they were going to put 
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me next.  But, you know, dealing with table games and the importance and the controversy, not 

that nobody else could have done it, because they could have, but I think my leaders decided I 

could handle another big issue.  And as you said, privatization is not anything new, but it sort of 

rears up every so often, and Governor Corbett [Tom C.; Governor of Pennsylvania, 2012-

present] supported it and talked about it in his campaign, so it was something that the Republican 

leadership was going to push. 

 

RW:  Right. 

 

DS:  And we could probably talk forever on the issue of the pros and cons of liquor privatization, 

but again, from this perspective, I was actually one of the leading opponents of it and led the 

Floor debate against liquor privatization, for a number of reasons.  You know, the bill that 

Leader Turzai [Mike; State Representative, Allegheny County, 2001-present] was pushing was 

not, even for some of the people that supported privatization, I didn’t think it was the answer.  

People want privatization, if you ask them generally in polling, because they don’t want 

government involved, but they also think that there’s a number of different things involved with 

privatization: you’re going to have more selection, you’re going to have lower prices, you’re 

going to have beer in grocery stores and wine and things like that.  And that’s not what the 

legislation did.  So, it was our job, I thought as the minority at the time – we went in the 

minority, and even though a lot of Republicans voted with us – to really vet the issue of 

privatization and to look at, you know, is this going to be better for the consumer?  I think that 

was the idea that we always thought of when talking about liquor privatization: how is this going 

to benefit and how is this going to affect the consumer?  And I think that the legislation that was 
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put forward was not a good thing for the consumer, I think.  And we looked, you know, my staff 

who had worked previously on some of the issues in past Administrations, had lots of 

information on other states that had done it, and we just thought, after much discussion and 

vetting, that it was not a good idea.  But it was really important and really, I mean, important, 

yes, but really interesting.  I think what I’ve learned as a Member of the committee and then as 

Chairman is, anytime you do anything to our liquor system in Pennsylvania, even if you think 

that it’s the simplest, most noncontroversial thing, it’s not, because if you’re helping the beer 

distributors, then the tavern people are mad at you.  If you’re helping the liquor stores, then this 

group – I mean, there are so many different groups.  We have laws on the books that really came 

into being right after prohibition, and we’re set in a lot of ways, and our system, our liquor 

system, has sort of evolved from that, and anytime you make any significant changes, it 

generates a lot of controversy.  And I think that we – when I say “we,” myself and the 

Republican Chairman, John Taylor [State Representative, Philadelphia County, 1985-present], 

who’s a dear friend and a terrific guy, and I’ve worked really, really well with John – have made 

some changes.  We, you know, there are some modernization things that we passed as far as, you 

know, liquor store hours –  

 

RW:  Right; sure. 

 

DS:  – and the opportunity, you know, for the Wegmans of the world to be able to sell and 

Sheetz in the way we set that up, and I think we’ve, you know, in liquor, what I found is you 

can’t take giant steps.  You have to take smaller steps, and then I think at the end, again, always 

thinking about what’s best for the consumer, and I think that John and I worked really well and 
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our staffs worked really well in trying to do that.  We probably would have liked to have done 

more, but as I said, liquor is controversial. 

 

RW:  Do you foresee a solution coming within the next maybe session or two? 

 

DS:  I mean, if it’s put forth, some of the modernization stuff and look at those, I think that, as I 

said, there’s going to be small incremental changes along the way. 

 

RW:  Not a broad, sweeping –  

 

DS:  I don’t foresee that happening.  I just don’t.  But as I said, because of – again, we could 

spend two hours just talking about all the issues related to the liquor privatization and how the 

beer people weren’t happy with it and how it affects the liquor system and everything that’s in 

place, and the beer distributors.  And again, the system that’s in place came about because of all 

the law, so just to sweep everything out –  

 

RW:  Right. 

 

DS:  People have built their lives and their businesses around that, so in order to make changes, I 

think you have to do it slowly. 
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RW:  Well, let’s talk a little bit about some of your personal legislation, things that you’ve 

authored.  Talk about some of those, and even the ones that you’ve passed, ones that you haven’t 

passed, that were special to you. 

 

DS:  Well, the first legislation that became law for me deals with an issue that people probably 

never heard of.  It’s an issue where we started licensing perfusionists.  Now, nobody knows what 

that is, and I didn’t either, quite frankly, when it was first brought to my attention, but I had a 

constituent, a doctor in my district, who was a perfusionist.  A perfusionist is someone that mans 

the machines when you’re, you know, when you’re getting operated on, so it’s really important.  

I mean, they’re doctors, but there was really no system of licensing and things for that kind of 

industry.  So, the perfusionist came to me, and as I said, because of a constituent in my district, 

and then we were able to license that.  So, it’s not earth-shattering; it’s not mind-blowing. 

 

RW:  But there was a need for it. 

 

DS:  But I think there was a need, because as I said, that’s important.  Having people, you know, 

working the machines that essentially keep you alive when you’re getting operated on is pretty 

important.  You know, again, I go back to some of the gaming stuff.  You know, I’m proud of 

that.  Not everything that we – we had the issue that I introduced when I was Chairman related to 

the video poker –  

 

RW:  Right; sure. 
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DS:  – the video poker in the bars and restaurants that Governor Rendell [Edward G.; Governor 

of Pennsylvania, 2003-2011] spoke at in one of his budgets, wanted to get some money and put 

that money toward education.  That’s really where I learned my lesson in how to negotiate and 

get things, because that one was a tough one.  And we had, I remember one hearing that we had, 

one committee meeting that we had, it was three and a half hours long, and we were defeating 

Republican amendments, because they were trying to kill the bill, and we had a meeting amongst 

our Democratic colleagues that said, you know, we have to stick together.  You understand this, 

the public probably doesn’t, but there are sometimes you have to get a bill out of committee to 

start the process going, and it has to be clean and it can’t be messed up with amendments and 

things like that, just for the process really, and that’s what we were trying to do.  And I had all of 

my ducks in a row, all the Democrats, even some of them that were mad at me, because “I want 

to vote for this amendment and this one.”  I said, “We got to keep it out.  That’s the agreement,” 

you know.  And we were there for about three hours, and then on the final vote, one of my 

Democratic Members voted against me and I didn’t even know it, so we didn’t have the votes 

and mayhem ensued and we had to cancel the meeting.  That’s one of the things I remember 

pretty clearly as one of my memories.  But I think that that was an issue that, again, not 

everything you do here is successful, and that was one that wasn’t.  I think it was a good idea, 

getting money derived from those, you know, the games that essentially are underground.  We 

were going to license them and make them, you know, available, tax them, and that money was 

going to go toward higher education for kids because of the cost of higher education.  So, the 

thought behind it was good, but I think that was one of those issues where the devil was in the 

details, and there was going to be a number of vendors and things like that, and it was just a lot 

of questions from Members, and that sort of fell down from its own weight.  But that was 
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something that I was involved with.  Again, as Chairman, you get involved in that.  Some of the 

issues that I dealt with early on in my career, you know, tax credits for child-care facilities and 

things like that, I thought I was always a strong advocate for public education and the funding 

that goes there, and I think those were some of the things that I focused on, at least back then.  

And Transportation, you know, the infrastructure issues I think are important and I tried to get 

involved in that as a Member of the committee.  I didn’t prime-sponsor any bills but was 

involved a lot with Chairman Geist [Richard; State Representative, Blair County, 1979-2012] 

and Chairman Markosek [Joseph; State Representative, Allegheny and Westmoreland Counties, 

1983-present], Chairman McCall [Keith; State Representative, Carbon, Luzerne and Monroe 

Counties, 1983-2010; Speaker of the House, 2009-2010] at the time.  So I think those were 

important issues to me and why I wanted to be on Transportation and stayed on. 

 

RW:  Is there hope that some of these issues will be resolved in the future? 

 

DS:  Well, I think if I was king of the world, and I’m not, but if I was, the issue that the next 

General Assembly needs to deal with right away is the transportation infrastructure issue. 

 

RW:  Absolutely. 

 

DS:  Significantly, not just tinker with it, but make, you know, investments.  And I know nobody 

wants to vote for taxes, and I’m not advocating, you know, any kind of broad-based tax increase, 

but the revenues need to be found for this transportation infrastructure issue.  It can create jobs, 

both in the short term and the long term, and God knows our bridges and our roads are falling 
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apart, throughout the country, but this General Assembly has to deal with what’s happening here 

in Pennsylvania.  The Federal Government and other states can deal with what’s happening 

elsewhere, but it’s a significant issue and an investment that has to be made.  And I think with 

the leadership of the Governor, and I think hopefully he will, after this election, will move 

forward and he’ll take the lead, but I think both Democrats and Republicans understand that that 

issue is important, and I hope that that gets done right away. 

 

RW:  Is the process, in your opinion, too frustrating?  Is it too cumbersome?  Is there something 

that you would change to maybe, within the rules or the process, to get some of these bigger 

issues to the forefront? 

 

DS:  I’m always concerned about, you know, when things don’t seem to get done quick enough, 

to change the rules to make that so.  I always was of the opinion that I’d rather have something 

good take a little bit longer than something bad go through a little bit too quick and then – 

because there have been instances where we’ve passed stuff in budgets and thought, you know, 

we shouldn’t have done that and maybe it was done too quickly.  So, we’ve tinkered with the 

rules.  I think we’ve made, you know, significant changes in some of the rules that we’ve done 

for the positive, but I’m always concerned about making, you know, kneejerk reactions to things 

just because, okay, we couldn’t get a bill passed quick enough.  And maybe I’m a little old 

school there when it comes to that, but I think that’s important.  I think there’s a reason that the 

process is in place and why things have to move slowly. 
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RW:  Does the media play a role in that that you found, and what are your thoughts about how 

that plays out? 

 

DS:  Yes, the media plays a role, and an important role.  We need to have, you know, an 

informed public, and that’s how they find out about information.  I don’t know that we haven’t, 

especially lately, reacted a little bit too much to what the press wants us to do.  I understand the 

controversy with, you know – and I’m going to throw it out there – the pay raise and all the other 

things that we do here, and I understand that the press had an issue with that, and they should 

have.  We screwed up and made a mistake there.  But I think that issue sort of propelled, gave 

the media a little bit, you know, not that they shouldn’t have power, they should have power, but 

I don’t know that we should react to everything the media writes about, and I think that’s one of 

the things that has changed, since the pay raise vote, quite frankly.  And I know that the media 

has power; they can sway public opinion.  But I think we as Legislators and leaders need to stand 

up and, you know, if some things need to move quicker or whatever it might be, and we can 

certainly get into some of those issues, but I don’t know that we should react like we have, at 

least the last few years, to whatever the media says.  The next day somebody is introducing a bill 

to do, you know, to do what they say –  

 

RW:  Right. 

 

DS:  – and I don’t know that that’s a good way to govern. 
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RW:  You talked about the pay raise situation.  Since that time, we’ve seen over half the 

Legislature has changed.  We had a group of 50, a group of 25, probably another group of 25.  

They have issued in sort of an era of reform.  Talk a little bit about that.  They changed the 

House rules, why and how things are done.  Has that been effective, and do you foresee some of 

that continuing? 

 

DS:  Yes.  I think we’ve become more transparent.  I mean, the Right-to-Know Law that we 

passed, you know, the information’s out there, and that’s a good thing.  We’ve changed some of 

the rules in the House.  We can’t have legislative activity after 11 o’clock.  We can’t go all night, 

even though some of my fondest memories are those all-nighters, to tell you the truth, and we did 

some good things through the night.  But be that as it may, I think some of that transparency, 

some of those rule changes, have been good and positive.  But again, I hate to react kneejerk to 

something and just pass something as a rule just because, you know, the press wants us to. 

 

RW:  Historically we’ve generally asked how Members interact with one another, and we’ve 

been hearing that sort of has changed over the last however many years.  What are your thoughts 

about that?  In a way, compromising is done on legislation, but then also extracurricularly in how 

things between parties— 

 

DS:  It’s changed pretty dramatically over the last 20 years.  I think there’s more of a line of 

demarcation between Democrats and Republicans now than there ever was, which I’m saddened 

by, quite frankly.  I don’t like it.  I think if you talk to some of the more veteran Members, they’ll 

tell you lots of great stories about, you know, not just on-the-Floor camaraderie between 

32 
 



Democrats and Republicans, but off the Floor – dinners and just going out and hanging out, 

having a drink, a beer, whatever, playing cards with each other.  I don’t think that that happens 

that much anymore and I think that’s a bad thing.  I hope that as people, as voters want more 

bipartisanship and want more, you know, “get things done” kind of thing, “reach across the 

aisle,” that that will change.  But that’s one of the things, if I have to look back and one of my 

disappointments over the last 20 years, it’s that our General Assembly has become more partisan, 

and hopefully that will change.  I’m not going to be part of it, but hopefully my successor and 

others will look to reach across the aisle, because I think it’s important to listen to the other side.  

Listen, I’m a Democrat and I believe in our principles, and I root for the Democrats and all that, 

but I also think that, you know, the other side has lots of good ideas, and it’s important that we 

listen and change the atmosphere.  I don’t think we’re as toxic as Washington, DC, but I think 

that we’ve become a more partisan Legislature, and I’m hoping that that changes, because that’s 

what people want. 

 

RW:  Talk a little bit about that you mentioned the Federal Government, how they have a hand 

in what the states take on and our relationship with the Federal Government. 

 

DS:  Well, I think, you know, budget cuts have affected everybody, and we always hear, you 

know, criticism from our school boards and our local board of commissioners that we’re 

dumping more responsibilities onto the locals and they have to find the revenues and the 

resources to make up, and the Feds do the same thing to us.  You know, it’s been a few years, 

more than a few years of difficult economic times, so they’re having some significant cutbacks 

and we’re feeling the pain from that.  I truly believe there’s a role of all levels of government.  I 
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think that the most recent hurricane that devastated the East Coast showed the importance of 

what government can do and should do.  It’s not the answer to everything, but the Federal 

Government has an important role in our lives and working together with the states.  I think if 

you – you know, disaster relief; I don’t think the State of New Jersey or the State of New York 

or even the State of Pennsylvania could afford to do what’s necessary to make up for what this 

hurricane did to us, and that’s where the Federal Government is important.  And I think in this 

era of, you know, cut, cut, cut, cut, cut, people need to realize that when you do those things, it 

sounds politically popular to say “I’m going to cut your taxes” and “I’m going to cut this and I’m 

going to cut that,” but when the rubber meets the road, you’re going to have less funding for 

disaster relief at the Federal level.  You’re going to have less funding for transportation 

infrastructure and education at the state level and for some of the important issues that are, you 

know, for local government, so people need to realize that.  And, you know, everybody wants to 

go to heaven but nobody wants to die.  That’s the old adage that says, you know, I don’t want to 

pay anything extra, but don’t cut anything from me either.  I’ve been frustrated by that, quite 

frankly. 

 

RW:  At this taping, we are a day away from our next Presidential election.  Without going into 

picking your favorites –  

 

DS:  Well –  

 

RW:  Do you see this as a monumental type of election or do you see it as – you talked about the 

differences between the parties, especially on the Federal level – do you see this as a landmark 
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type of election where the country will potentially split, or no matter who wins, do you see some 

good coming out of it? 

 

DS:  Well, I think, one thing that I’ve learned over the last 20 years is, every election seems to be 

the election that’s the most important election of our lifetime, and tomorrow’s a critical election, 

I think.  We’re going to make a decision that’s going to shape things out for the next four years 

or longer.  What I hope is going to happen, and I really hope, and maybe I’ve become jaded, but 

I don’t know if it will, is that, you know, after this election is over, at least a short time of peace 

where people will realize that we need to get something done.  There’s a lot of important issues, 

you know, jobs; as we mentioned many times, the infrastructure issue.  I think it’s important that 

both, again, Democrats and Republicans.  I think conventional wisdom is, you know, whoever 

gets elected President is going to be a split Congress.  There’s going to be probably a Senate 

Democratic rule and the House Republican, so there has to be something done.  I think that, you 

know, the Simpson-Bowles Report and other stuff that’s going on needs to be addressed and the 

deficit and all of that.  So, I’m hoping that good things happen.  What I fear is, because it’s going 

to be close, and whoever wins, the other side is going to think, you know, you won because of 

this and it wasn’t fair, and then they’re going to get all mad and all of that.  So, I hope that, you 

know, people get over that quick, you know, and whoever loses rallies, if it’s the President 

[Barak Obama; President of the United States, 2009-2017; United States Senator, Illinois, 2005-

2008], if he loses, you know, he reaches out and tells people, you know, we’ve got to work with 

the new President, or if Governor Romney [Willard Mitt; Governor of Massachusetts, 2003-

2007, Republican Presidential Candidate, 2012] is on the losing side, he says listen, we need to 

work with the President and get stuff done.  And I think if they lead that way, which I think they 
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will, I think they’re both pretty admirable that way, then I think maybe we can, you know, leave 

a couple of the little spoiled rotten brats that are going to get mad either way to cry on their own. 

 

RW:  Talk about some of your – you mentioned some – talk about some of your fondest 

memories that you’ve had here over the course of the last 20 years. 

 

DS:  I think there are so many, and I tried to think of just a few.  I think the relationships that you 

form with other Members.  I have some very close friendships.  Being here for 20 years, people 

come and go, but I think some of my fondest memories are some of those battles during budget 

time and in sine die when, I know we don’t have any activity past 11 o’clock, but those all-

nighters were something to behold.  You know, the committee process we talked about, I was 

always one of those that participated strongly in the meetings, but also when committees were 

taken on the road, because I think that’s important.  And when I was Chairman, I tried to do that, 

get around to the state, listen to what people have to say.  And I got an opportunity to not just do 

that, you know, to delve more into the issues of that committee, but also I think get to know the 

other Members better, even, you know, some of the – of course, you get to know more closely 

the people of your political party.  As a Democrat, I got to know them.  But I think when I 

traveled and got to know some of my Republican colleagues a little bit closer, some of the 

personal stuff, and I think that’s one of the most important things.  And I try to tell others to do 

that.  I know people’s lives are busy and they can’t always travel around the state and go to all 

the meetings, but I think it’s important for people to do that.  I think the relationships that you 

form at those, you know, meetings, and then, you know, some of the social stuff afterwards you 

can really use.  When you come back to Harrisburg and there’s an issue that you think is 
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important, you can reach out to those people who you got to know a little bit and say, “Hey, can 

you help me out?”  “Yeah, I can help,” pull an amendment or work on an issue together, that 

kind of thing, and I think that that really all goes together in making you a better Legislator. 

 

RW:  You talked about some of your disappointments, but do you have any regrets? 

 

DS:  I think regrets as far as issues, I mean, this issue of property tax reform is, I think – I think 

if you asked anybody, they would say that.  I think we’ve tried to tackle that and it’s such an 

important issue, but again, it has so many tentacles to it that it’s really tough to get your hands 

around.  I think that would be one of my major disappointments.  As far as regrets, I don’t know; 

nothing that I can think of off the top of my head that I would really think that I’d – I mean, there 

have been a couple of votes, I’m sure, here and there.  There have been things that I’ve said that I 

would like to take back, both here and back home.  I’m sure there’s a lot of those, you know.  

I’m an Italian with a temper, so sometimes I might just blurt things out that I shouldn’t have.  

But, maybe those are just some of the things that I would go back and change if I could. 

 

RW:  You’ve served under, I think, a couple different Governors, quite a few different 

personalities as Speaker; what are some of the things that you’ve learned from some of those 

above you over the course of 20 years that you’ll take with you? 

 

DS:  Well, you mentioned the Governors.  I served under, when I first came in as a freshman 

Governor Casey was the Governor, and one of the things that I learned from him, I think, and 

maybe I’m not getting the quote exactly right, but what did you do when you had the power as an 
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elected official?  What did you do to make a difference?  And I think that sort of goes right into 

what, Speaker Matt Ryan was a longtime Speaker, Republican.  Casey was a Democrat; Ryan a 

Republican.  But Matt Ryan’s basic speech that he gave during Swearing-Ins or during, you 

know, when we would have a special election and there would be a special Swearing-In was, and 

I really took this to heart, not everybody is going to have a bill named after them or become 

world famous for a piece of legislation, but everybody is going to have an opportunity to make a 

difference.  Even as little as it might be, every day do something that’s going to make a 

difference in someone’s life, so that at the end of your tenure, whether it’s two years or 10 years 

or 20 years, you can say, hey, I made a difference, and I think that those two things I took to 

heart and I tried to make a difference.  I hope I did. 

 

RW:  What would you pass on as far as advice to someone who would like to get into public 

office or would like to run for the House? 

 

DS:  Don’t think you know everything about everything.  I think – and I’ve seen it with some of 

my colleagues that have to get up on every bill and speak and know everything about everything.  

You can’t do it.  I think I would tell people to focus on issues that are important to your district 

and important to you, dive a little bit deeper into those than you would others.  And, you know, 

you’re going to have to know a lot about a lot of things, but if you focus on stuff and become, 

not necessarily an expert, but I think you’d be a better Legislator.  And secondly, the advice that 

I got from Senator O’Pake way back when: take care of the people back home.  No matter how 

unimportant you might think the issue is, to them it’s the most important issue, and don’t forget 

where you came from. 
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RW:  I mean, you’re a relatively young gentleman. 

 

DS:  Thank you.  Some days I don’t feel that way, but— 

 

RW:  You started when you were young. 

 

DS:  I was 32, and I’ll be leaving when I’m 52. 

 

RW:  So, do you plan to stay active in politics going forward?  What’s next for – ? 

 

DS:  Well, I’m going to be working in the private sector, stay involved with government 

relations.  I’m one of those, you know, it’s in my blood.  I love politics.  I love government.  I’m 

going to stay active and involved in the local political scene and statewide and do whatever I can 

to help.  I won’t be at the front lines as an elected official but will certainly be involved in any 

way that I can.  I might take a little bit of a step back, at least initially for a little bit.  But, I don’t 

know that I’ll ever run for anything again.  I’m never going to say “never,” but I doubt it.  I 

doubt I would run for anything, but again, I’ll be involved.  It’s in my blood, I think.  I love 

politics.  I love government.  I know that sometimes it gets a black eye and people talk 

negatively about it.  And we do that to ourselves, and justifiably so; we get negative talk.  But I 

think there are a lot of good people in Harrisburg and Washington and at the local level in 

government and in politics that do want to make a difference, and I’m going to stay involved 

there. 
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RW:  And lastly, how would you like your term as a State Representative to be remembered? 

 

DS:  Again, that I made a difference and that people respected me and that I respected them and I 

treated everybody professionally and, again, with respect.  But I think the most important thing is 

that I didn’t forget where I came from and that I hopefully made a difference in a number of 

people’s lives and that I represented them well for 20 years here in Harrisburg. 

 

RW:  Well, great.  I think that’s a great stopping point, and I want to thank you for talking with 

us this morning, and I wish you all the best of luck. 

 

DS:  Thank you so much.  I enjoyed it very well. 

 

RW:  Thank you. 
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