; I discussed this question with Sir Ivone Kirkpatrick
and Mr, Ward on 21st February. We agreed that such difficulties as
existed could not be solved by the avnointment of a Mi:nisterial
Committee, A Committee which did not include the Foreign Searetuiry

in person would be of no value: but, if the Foreign Secretary was

to be a member, the Prime Minister would have to preside - and there
was no prospect of his doing so. We further agreed that, if differences
persisted, the best way of resolving them in the last resort was Ly -
discussion between the Foreign Secretary and the Minister of Defence.
But, before that stage was reached, other methods of resolving the

differences should first be tried - in particular, it would be useful

if Sir Ivone Kirkpatrick hed a general talk with the Chiefs of Staff.
At the end of mn‘.mwting T undertook to find out how strongly feeling
on this was running in military circles - and, in particular, whether
it was shared by the Minister of Defence himself = and to consider, in
the light of my enquiries, whether it would be useful if Sir Ivone
Kirkpatrick offered at this stage to talk to the Chiefs of Staff,

2. I saw Sir Harold Parker on the fallowing m. He agreed
no case for a Ministerial Committee MT;o differences
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()  On certain procedural proposals he was already in

correspondence with Mr, Ward, FHe would like to see whether agreement

could be reached in that correspondence before any other action was taken.

(¢) On policy in South-East Asia, over which the underlying

differences had ocome to a head , the Foreign Secretary might take a
different view after his return from the Bangkok Conference, This trip
would provide opportunities for the Foreign Secretary anmd C.I.G.5. to
discuss these questions, 1In those discussions either might influence
the other em® and, at the end, they should at least understand one anot her
better, From all points of view therefore it would be wiser to take no
definite step before the Fareign Secretary end C, I.G.S. returned %o London,
32 . On 23rd February I saw Mr, Ward again and gave him the upshot
of my conversation with Sir Harold Parker., We agreed that in these
circumstances Sir Ivone Kirkpatrick should be advised to defer any
suggestion of talking to thé Chief's of Staff on this subject - and Mr., Ward
undertook to convey this advice to him, We left it that we should first
see (i) whether any change of attitude had emerged, on Indo-China, as a
result of any talks which the Foreign Secretary and the C,I.G.S. might
have had on their journey to and from Bangkok; and (ii) how far agreement
could be reached, on procedural matters, in the carrespondence now

proceeding botmm m'. lar& and 8ir Harold Parker.
I R vis-a-vis the A.C.(0)

-

" Committee's recommendations should be
ve, my view on this is that it is not
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