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EVERY Monday night at 9.30pm on
RTM 1, the current-affairs pro-
gramme “Isu” tries valiantly to say
something about the things that
happen in this country.

It is one of the least-watched
shows on television, because noth-
ing is ever said that hasnt already
been said to death.

This week, they tried to say so-
mething about the j0 million popu-
lation policy. You will recall the 70
‘million popilation policy. Let’s call
it the 7OMPP for short. (Might as
well abbreviate what we can, be-
cause everything else about the
matter seems awfully long-drawn.)

The 70MPP first appeared in
September 1982, in a mention at the
Umno General Assembly. It was ti-
died-up and dressed for action in the
Mid-Term Review of the Fourth
Malaysia Plan, published a year
later. It was granted Cabinet appro-
val on April 7, 1984.

Thereupon, it got extensively
talked about by everyone. Eventual-
ly, it fell exhausted by the wayside
of policy; unable to keep pace with
the leading pack of domestic socie-
economic initiatives.

For some reason, “Isa” thought it
prudent to attempt to breathe some
life back into the old-model 70MPP,
apparently unaware of the new im-
proved models already in the ad-
vanced-design stage. This earnest
flogging of a moribund horse would
suggest that there are people in cur-
rent-affairs broadcasting who are
having trouble keeping their affairs
current.

So, sadly, it becomes necessary
once again to give yet another
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shake-out to a woefully worn-out ar-
gument. Deep breath. Here we go.
(Again.):

A BEGINNERS GUIDE TO THE
70MPP.

® OBJECTIVE: A Malaysian po-
pulation of 70 million.

® PRO: A wider population base,
generating a sufficiently large la-
bour pool and the consequent con-
sumer demand to achieve a self-
sustaining domestic economy.

@® CON: Overpopulation i.e. popu-
lation demands exceeding availabi-
lity of living resources and space,
thereby lowering quality-of-life.

® TIME FRAME: 115 years.

® SUB ISSUES: Marry-at-19, Go-
For-Five.

® OVERALL SENTIMENT: Am-
bivalent. The 70MPP as articulated
in 1983 had both merits and demer-
its, but a century-long forward view
embodies too many variables to en-
able a completely clear position on
such a matter now.

Furthermore, babies have a ten-
dency to decide for themselves
when to appear, in what numbers
and to whom.

In other words, the development
of population ultimately depends on
people happily doing what comes
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naturally. Therefore. it might be
best to let nature have a say in the
matter. So:

® FINAL VERDICT: None.

These matters were cleared al-
most four years ago, after it had be-
come apparent that the POMPP was
controversial for only one reason:

People insisted on seeing it as a
means, and not an end.

The true object of the exercise
was to work towards generating an
economy that can sustain a popula-
tion of 70 million: not produce 70 mil-
lion people in order to sustain the
economy.

To clarify: A Malaysian popula-
tion of 70 million is a dream, not a
directive. It is a hope, not an edict.

It is a dream based on the hope
that Malaysians will sense great
promise in this country, and be
eager to bring that hope literally to
life by granting their homeland the
gift of generations.

It is the hope that people will be
happy to marry and have children
here, because there is work to be
had and money to be earned; and
there are roads and houses and clin-
ics and schools and shops nearby
and a good life to be lived.

It is the hope that Malaysian chil-
dren will be born in the knowledge
that here their lives stand to mean
somethifng;-here they will have the
opportunities to grow up to be good
and happy people, of relex,ance and
comfort to each other.

For Malaysians to have hope in
themselves; for Malaysia to have
hope in itself — this is the dream
that underlies the 70 million pepula-
tion policy.
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In the four vears s?nce tng TOMPP
was first kicked around, this base-
line ideal has become much clearer
than it was back then. It has since
been seen that the whole point of the
POMPP was not to breed as if there
was no tomorrow, but to build as if
there most certainly was.

Build roads and houses. Build
schools and industries. Build oppor-
tunities. Build confidence and opti-
mism. Build pride. Build hope. In a
word, build the economy.

It meant-and means-so much
more than merely churning out ei-
ther profits or babies, but then Ma-
laysias greatest ill-fortune has al-
ways been in its almost unnatural
abundance of narrow-minded peo-
ple.

But no... we shall not be so harsh.
For “narrow-minded”, read “ignor-
ant”.

Narrow-mindedness is the result
of ignorance, which at least allows
the consolation that it need not be
an incurable condition. Ignorance is
cured through information and edu-
cation.

This is what TV programmes like
“Isu” try to do -to inform and edu-
cate — and it would be unreasona-
ble to assume that theyte not doing
the best they can.

The real probiem, therefore,
seems to be that the makers of such
programmes, in common with the
officials they interview, seem as
badly in need of education and in-
formation as the rest of us.

And (if you will forgive my contin-
uing excesses with the English lan-
guage) how shall the teacherless
teacher teach?
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