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CT : P:ssible Deception Operation
RTFERENCE : Memo of 3 May by L J re entry of Peurifoy's personal
mail

1, The most interesting fact zbcut the reference memo and attachment
concerrns the originator of the letter, Genersl A, F, LORENZEN, The
Genera] is cne of three persons vho approached the PAA offices in Miami
and inTormed them that J, Herbert WIESON, the PA%L menager in Gustemzla,
was finencing & revolution in Guatemala, The General's ccmpsnions were
D, D, MARQUIS end Albert E. DARLOW, the latter being a well-known arms
dealer in Miemi who has been mixed up in supplying srms to PRIO Socorras,
the Baribbean “egion, and other Latin American groups, Without knowing
the contents of the letter from LORENZEN, which would necessarily govern
eny follow-up deception letters, it is not possible to determine at this
time if his nere could be used in & deception operation,

2. If the intent of a deception operztion would be to seperate the Embassy
in Guatemals from PBSUCCISS operations, it would be necessary to indicate
some logical group which ostensibly is concerned with PBSUCCESS matters.
The cendid=tes which readily come to mind are:

a, Roberto BARRIOS Pena
b. General Miguel YDIGORAS FUentes

c. A SKEIMMTR-trpe group of adventurers who hope to nrofit by a
PBSUCCESS operation,

3. It is my understanding that the "Q-Program" is directed at showing
that BARRIOS Pena is leading a PBSUCCESS-type movement., It is pretty

well accepted thet YDIGORAS Fuentes! orgenization is thoroughly penetrsted,
and any deception program =zt proving otherwise would consequently run

the risk of being exposed by the facts themselves. This leaves (c) above
as the only remeining possibiiity,since implicating cther Latin American
governments could lead to OABP complicetions,

4. A logical group could be the LORENZEN-MARQUIS-DARLOW group, which is
well kmenw for the dubious ethics of its members, Howewer, their source
of any large amounts of mcney is questionable, One way of explainipgg some
of their funds would be to use our present informntion about the TAAFFE
case to meke it apvear thet the TAAFFE's are in cahoots with DARLOW

who is planning to use the "letter of credit" provided by the "dissident
Gustemalan Army group" to aid the DARLOW-supported group} ie,, CALLIGFRIS,
This would at least substantiate the fact, well knowm to the Guatemalan
Government though its CALLIGERIS penetrations, that someone is supportirg
CALT.IGTRIS. This is based on the assumption that the persons attempting
to buy arms through the TAAFFE's are actually financed by the Guatemalan
Governnent,




5. The mechanics of using the Ambassador's mail for such an operztion
are complicated by the fact that a one-way flow to the Ambassador would
have to be the bssis of the operation, The reasoning is that sny reply
by the Ambassador to a letter dealing, however veiled, with PBSUCCESS
matters would be sent by him through the pouch to the U.S. for meiling
a8s a normal precaution, regardless of the relations betweens the Uu.s,

and Guatemals, Even then it would of necessity be a2 formel answer stating
that the letter had been referred to Weshington, Thus it appears thrt

2 "one-shot" attempt would have to be rade by including enough in one
letter to implicate a SKIMTR~type group of our choosing,

6. thile the actual contents of such a letter are not as easily arrived
a2t 2s the above suggestions, the possible results could be: '

a, Implanting the idea that the fmbassador is unawere of PBSUCCESS
operations ‘

b. Pin-pointing a false SKIMAFR-type group which is supporting CALLIGFRIS
c. Discrediting the TAFFERs in Guetemalen eyes
Wnile point (e¢) is not necessarily the primary objective in this case,

it might prove valuable in making the Gustemalsns doubt not only the
TALFTE's, but also the persons with whom she has been dealing in Guetemala,
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