
72Rut ‘thej record and” activities “of? Mr: 
Sprague,’ a2: former=first- “assistant “district 

<attormey. from ‘philadelphia’. hasbeen-one |: 
s factor “in =thetmeréasing © Congressional ] 
“concern: about the proposed” investigation | 
.of-the assassinations of -P President Kenne- fs 

report :a° Tittle: ge’ to light three ‘years ago: S| 
becom : had oe sufficient, evidence i 

nemonths special di dep 
ey eae ns Pounsylvaniensaid in 

the: ‘sathe: HE iegngFad related come 4 the. 
appointment if Pere z 

Pennsylvania, Robern: ‘Kane, did not: act] 
on. the report ‘of “his ‘special deptuy,. Wal} 
ter= “MS Phillips#Jx,7 a. string -of..reports 
of ‘corruption in. Delaware: County: by the] 
State* Crime: Commission -and anongoing: 
Federal: ‘investigation | ‘of, political: corrup-- 

»_.* fion theré, providezat least. some. support: 
“Cte the- ‘conclusion Sof the: Phillips teport. 

Mr. Sprague: “in dresporise to-an inguiry; |} 
‘Said: the’ only. realjdifference between the:/é 

| “SU twor!reports Swag ‘the legals judgement |p 
roe that’ aS did: ‘not ‘feel there | was. sufficient ’}| i 

¢ epresentative 
7 Be. eonsalen, the ‘TexassDemocrat 

é the committee’s. ‘chairman, 
to® get- the - reins: in. ‘his 

she. 

1at? th investigating tactics 
and: ochnide . 
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7 2fore creating” ‘an investigating gran jury th : 
“and Mr.- ‘Phillips. felt there was.”:-:, 

a" Mr. Sprague. also ‘said, the. two repor 
were not contemperaneous because most’ 
f “Of ‘his investigation: of Delaware County. 
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> ‘Officials duringfan ititerview, Mr.. ‘Sprague | 
~ ‘also: strongly criticized | ‘The New: York: 
" Times for publishing an article that cited} 
«. @ mumber of occasions in which the Penn: fj 
_-sylvania Crime: Commission, the Pennsyl=: 
-Vania Suprenie Court and: a report -pre= 

* pared by the’Philadelphia Crime Commis? 
sion had criticized: several of his official }} 

. actions while serving as the first assistant: 
i. district attorney of Philadelphia. = 5 
-% Mr. Sprague charged. that the ‘article 
Had not been ai“fair presentation’ ‘and 

. fobviously:,was jntended- to smear me." 
The Be 


