By DENNIS HOU R

Heraid Statf Wriler
$7 -Watérgale burlglars Ber-
“nard Barker and Frank Stur-
- gis were involved in recruit-
fing agents to discredit anti-
cwar groups during the 1272
. national political conventions
‘gthe Broward County State
# Attorney’s Office- have boen
; told.

The evidence was given in
a sworn statement by
\)&ggnf J. Hannard of Mira-
}mar, a private mve\uggxtm
. who was disqualificd  as-
witness in a 1971 Miami
narcotics case. The reason:
ipsychiatrists
;Hanm d could neither under-
cSthd the witness oail nor
Stcﬂ the difference bzlween
ftruth 2nd lies.

In swaorn {estimony before
two assistant state attorneys
Hannard said he was
contacted by  Barker and

i said he was offered work in
“intelligence and instigation”

Miami Beach. - ) .

4 HANNARD claimed fe
received separate phone calls
from ;Stwgis, and maybe
Barker, and two others and
- that they asked him to heip
disrupt and discredit activi-
ties of the Victnam Veterans
Against the War — an orga-
- nization throughly infiltrated

by police and federal inform-
¥cr€ before and during the |
conventions. A

Hannord said Sturgis iold
» him that if he was not
Yinterested, he would make
i the oo instead to John bk,
a Miami gun dealer Who alzo
& ] eislered renre-
§ \“n&ﬂd e of the (
ernment.
i Eck Yster said e wus con-
{tacted in April 1372, but re-
L fus;‘-d to <ny by.whom, other
It Way someongs in-
: \0!\-?(} noihe  VWotor

Casiro gov-

' ihan that i

CEnt,

testified  that.

Sturgis before the -firs{ of |
two Watcirgate burglaries. He

during thc conventions at
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dctalk except to say he teok
Hannard’s statement as part
of an investigation into
possible conspiracy to com-
mit crimes during the two
conventions.

Hannard said he told Jenne
and Robert Butterwoxth an-
other assistant “state ‘attor-
‘ney, that in the week prior to

fMay 29, 1972, he received
‘ four phone calls proposing
. undercover convention work
2 of the first attempt. to break
i into  Democratic  National
# Committee offices at the Wa-
s tergate hotel  and  office
‘complex in Washington.

According. to Hannard,
each call came from a
different person, and each
caller tried to persuade him
{that it was his “patriotic
L duty” 1o help undermine the
FVVAW,

Hannard sajd Sturgis iden-
tified himself-as Frank
Fiorini, his name befare he
charged it to Sturgis. Han-
(nam sald he was sure it was
Stux - because he has

iknov 'n him for more than 13
5\'02119' and reco"nized his
““voice. -

Hannard said another call-

er identified himself as Bark-
However, Hannard said
he never has met Barker and

Nty

could not be /certain who
actually called him.

But the first of the four
calls, he claimed, came from
a man wha called himself
(Cxu;,__ll { Hannard said
fHawkes was an agenl of the
central Intetligence Agency

Zin Mizini several ye
g'vr)c' that he o know
thim.

o “I'mosute this call ¢id not
fcome from him.” szid  {lan-
:?nfv*d “I don’t know who it

“"was.”

THE HERALD has heen
unavle to contivm thai any-
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Frank Sturgis
oo n2anted

one using that name ecver
worked for the CIA in
Miami. A spokesman for the
agency promised to check
“the name, thien reported that
-no one using it has worked
for the agency during the
past 20 years —— as far back
as he checked.

Hannard said ke could not
give a name, if any, used by
the fourth person who called
him. .

Hannard said he told an
FBI agent, Jack . Ackerly,

! about the calls shortly zfter
fhe received them. Ackerly
said he knows Hannard, but

i

rmused lo ta}k sbout conver-
sations he may ~have had
with him.

According to Hannard,
none of the four callers teld
him what would be expected
of him if e aoreed to do the
proposcd Uniercover work.
But he said each mentioned
the VVAW and deseribed the

e L

task as cover .mtclngr,nu‘

-and instigaticon.
i “It was clear from what
ithey said that I was sup-
‘posed to incite trouhl_c or
riots from the anti-war
oups,” be saids “I waes told
Guowould bhe zotivity posiam-
'N‘“ {0 tie convention 2nd an

DD ,.t"n'l" in travel,
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Kenneth Jenne
e oo ash’s questions

"I~ He said he turred it down

because he was suspicious of
the motives of the callers —
but might have accepted
such an offer had it come in
writing and from someone hc
could trust.

Hannard first met St“wh
iwhen the two were active in

Ty

i. Cuba during the Castro take-
over, he said.

Records show that Han-
nard was regisierad as a Cas-
tro agent in the United
States and in Cuba in 1659
and part of 1289. He was

Femployed unti! mid-1960 as a
detective for Casiro, report-
edly as a doubiz azent.
During that period, he
‘gave informazticn o the FBJ

e

which resuiied in the arrest’

of three persons charged
with condpiring to sell siolen
machine gusns o the Cwstru
government

In 1667, hc renounced gun-
port of tihe Castro regime
and formed a group known
as '“htczsw-for

iro attuck on Cu 32, The
cffort  coils
group was i ¢
¢ He was convicled in 1632
;of: impcr"'m"iim an FBi
#agent end has Focn convicled
;oof operating on ambulance
§oseivice and a doeteetive a
§ooy withoul oquired
censes,
£ But he was also an
formant fer oderal and locs

police aoencies and was g
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key witness in several cases.

IN 1981, Hannard was
credited with giving informa-
tion leading to the arrest of

oo

ralleged labor racketeer
Cnaxleb Karps for possessing
$50,000 worth of stolen
bonds.

And in 1970, his tﬂsumony
helped convict former Miami
police inspector Francis Lee

' Nap‘cr for consp.r ey to sell

. il
875 pounds of marijuan:,
smuggled into Miami fror®
Jamaica. - : =

Defense la\vyexs dispute,
Hannard’s mental ability 17€
allow investigators to recoie
his conversations with Nar
er. A psychiatrist testifis
that Hannard didn’t knoli}
the difference between (rud g
and lies, and he was disqua i é
fied as a witness,

An appeals court set N ‘i '\1
er’s guilty verdict aside un:
a determmanon about H:
nard could be made, -the
Napier pleade d guilty.
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