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26 May 1955

Jear Humphrey, :

:

At the end of last month I visited London but, mfortmsm;, |

~again only in transitand I was, t.erefore, not able to get in
touch with you. I sent youthmughthclhitudhtiamlntomtion

‘mtmtmmmafmthemchatawmwxhopemhaw
'rauiwd. Inwmttotanyouthatyonrtemastomeoot
were unfounded, in fact I had to pay only §1.28 for the prints,
which means ‘?fl'flmmmtsltuht Iathore anything I

mldmyformmthissmc,orhwmmmlikemtom-
'mm?

;

May I take this opportunity of mdingyonaoopyofa
J.qtt.ar addressed to the Seeretary-General which is somevhst

‘

puulingtouo. xmwwmmtmxrormmmmm
i'b.thepsmuho.lmm.mwmminhndmwom
;ourdopartumfor?okingwithngmwthcrauo:hia snn.}If"

‘}Iummtmumpnm,mmmphauumhmmry
mmwtmarottmehttomwfifiwymnighrmom’
.ourmmingtotmlotmo_

Per Lind
=~

Protouor Hmlphroy un.ldock,
iAll Souls College,

Oxford, England £



@ rectory Fam, Kittistord, wer@kten
Somerset,

Tels Greenham 236

The Seeretary-General
The United Nations,
Dear 8ir,

‘

I am the father of a British (RAF) pilot attached to the 77th R
Australian Squadron - Flying Officer F H G BOOTH - who was hit in action
in North Korea in January 1953 and of whose survival asa prisoner in
enemy hands there must still remain a possibility, however reumcte, %
Information as to the econfident opinion of his fellow pilots that he had
landed alive and indications that he was still alive on the following day,
though not official were sufficiently trustworthy and authentic and bore
sufficient weight to induce the two members of your delegation to Peking,
who I saw in London, to assure me that they would make special enquiries,
and I understand that turough the British Charge d'Affaires there they
presented a nde con¢erning my son which was aceepted by the Chinese
authorities and was not re)ecbod as had been the previous note pub up

- by the British Foreign Office, last June I t-hink.
_

.

 As recent reports in United States newspapers seem to hint at :airly :

imminent developments in the matter of the imprisoned USA personnel,I
am greatly hoping that information about my son will be given at the same

 time, but as your mission was primarily pressing only for the release of
the known United States prisoners, it may well be that the speaial note
about. my son will be ignored, 1: that happens, I shall be most mtotul
if I may be told anything that is known &s to the relations between the

Chinese and North Korean gmrmnta. Is it possible or thought likely
that HNorth Korea would be holding nen prisonor without the knowledge of
the Chinese? If the Chinese do release the USA priaanm I imagine that
fresh effors will be made by your Commission in Korea to get the North
Koreans to accept the list of missing, suppoud alive, which I believe

 was presented in July last and which the North Koreans (or ? and Ch.tnen)
refused to look at,

Should your Gomislian mm to fmko tnrbhar action I wouln mst

earnestly beg that my son's name should be included in their list
it was not included in the July list as this I wnderstood was confined
strictlyto those men w .o had been reported by returned prisoners as

,

having been alive, andI was told that the inclusion of the nameof one



who was known by the North Koreans to be dead might prejudice the value

of the whole list, bubt need this last argument still apply as my son's

name surely will now havc reached the North Koreans through yaur dolegato's
action in Peking.

If you wish I will let you have details of the information to which
I referred at the bcg:lnning of my letter., This as I said was not official

'

but came from the 77th Squadron and the map readings etec. had been obtained

by them from the United States Air Force headquarters, I feel sure that

 more might will be given to an enquiry for a man thought to be alive

t.an for one merely stated to be missing so I beg that you will give my
‘

request your oamest consideration,

Yours tai.thfully,

L. G. Booth

10/4/1955



17 June 1955

Thanks for the message transmitted by Per and for the trouble
you have taken to elarify the situation.

I understand your interest in the background of the release

of the four. I think that a good way to inform you is to send you
the enclosed memorandum of a conversation of mine with the Chinese
Ambassador to Stockholm on 23 April as well as a copy of Mr. Chou
En-lai's letter concerning the release of the four. The conclusion
seems to be obviom without any comments or analysis.

Ihopethatmehovand nfimnmteulflwsumhwem
dnfihthkhumyldtot&kildflmIhmmaiercm'
interesting in the light of our common venture,

Encl.,

mem Emphm mdoek, G.K.G., O-ch-g Q.G;,
D,C.L., M.A.

A1l Souls College
Oxford, England


