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Much of the basis on which a city is formed is 10 draw
on economies of scale and specialisation as well as reduced
transport costs, which are the benefits of urbanisation and of a
compact land use." As the urban transport sysiem is a sub-sys-
tem of the larger urban system, contributing to the economic
and social viability of the city or metropolitan area. the need tor
an efficient transport system to serve the urban centre is self-
evident. In other words, if one is interested in the continued
development of the city, then urban transport development is 4
concomitant. In this context, the urban transport policy should
be aimed at devising an optimal transport system which mecets
the requirements of the city, more specifically. to improve the
mobility or urban residents. o

This paper attempts to show why urban transport policy
for the Federal Capital, Kuala Lumpur, can be taken as i proxy
for the Malaysian urban transport policy. The paper will “f‘r;‘.'“:
ine urban transport in Kuala Lumpur in more .dbfm,l' :n:h-‘ “:!;
on transport studies and a specific transport Prf‘-'“f' ‘”:; ! “3 (b
the administration of urban transport. This . U.M - y

1 : . ansport policy belore
a discussion on the evolution of the urban ransport polic]
closing with some concluding remarks.

57 to 197K has been
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L0 honal Sejarah

policy. it might be ap-

In a discussion of urban transport involved. namely

propriate 1o begin with an identitication Of ”ws?‘k'nu and the im-
the bodies responsiblie for the design. e e : he orderly and
plementation of policy. with a view (© cnsurmg ‘l 0 This should
efficient functioning of the urban transport -‘:."-“f‘"j ' m-.p‘unicu—
assist in our understanding of all the dimensions ot an
lar policy.? . il
P‘Tl\c)rc are two main components of urba.n lran.\pur't lltlt'lll(-l
ties and services, fixed plant in the form of urban ‘r‘t)fltl;\ ::\
mobile plant in the form ot road transport for urt"t;m urc.u\'. . u li\
authorities are usually expected 10 provide the tormer v.hllg .l ¢
latter can be turnished by cither the public sector and/or private
sector. If. in the case of road transport, private transport enter-
prises wholly undertake the physical transter of people and S‘“‘ds-
then the public authority’s role would usually be that of regu-
lation of those services.

Following the organization of political authority along Federal.
state and local authority lines, the provision of transport tacili-
ties has also been on those lines.' In other words, urban roads
such as roads inside Municipal boundaries fall within the ambit
of the Municipal government, with the exception of those roads
classified as Federal roads which usually begin before the town
concerned and subsequently enter and traverse the urban terri-
tory.

As for transport, the official classitication used of public
service vehicles and commercial goods vehicles, applicable for
the whole country, reveals that, unlike in the case of roads. the
decentralization principle does not operate, i.e. a aivision of
authority among Federal, state and local governments. Instead.
the Road Transport Licensing Board (hereafter RTLB). a na-
tional body, provides public control of road transport by way of
Iicgr.lsing and regulation related to vehicular usage and general
tra?hc. rules, with the Road Transport Department (hereafter RTD)
as its implementing arm. Notwithstanding the fact that the RTLB
and the RTD have qationwidc jurisdiction over road transport.

local governments with responsibility over related facilities such

:'l:" F“':""- "°J¢ and local authority structure is one which has been n operati®?
since -l e ) :
pre-independence days, See Report of the Royal Commussion of Enguiry to [nvestigtit

tnto the Waorkings of Local Authoriiey
: thes i West Mala ; Governmen!
Printer, 1970) for a fuller historical description gior alahuspurs
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as bus stops and terminals and throu

ati 4 withi ] > .
reg“l"’“"“f)”“!‘f“ "h“." geographical boundaries. have their roles
to play VIS-a-vis transport. Other bodes need also 10 be noted
for (PU"‘-"U.PWC"’_C"'M)" but not insignificant roles in re
areas such d‘s_ C"“')fcﬁ‘mt‘m (Traffic Police), road safety (Road
Safety Cnun.ul). parking (Treasurer section of the local govern-
ment authority) and town plfmning (Town Planning section of
the local government authority).

Having established that local government authorities are
largely respons.lble for tpe provision of urban transport facilities
(except for designated Federal roads within their territories) and
share wntb the B"FLB.and the RTD control of urban transport.
the question arising from this is whether there exists an um-
brella organization which coordinates urban transport develop-
ment of the different urban areas or whether each urban entity
operates independently. In Malaysia, the latter situation applies
so that, strictly speaking, it is inaccurate to talk in terms of
development of a Malaysian urban transport policy. A discus-
sion of the development of urban transport policy in Malaysia
would in fact involve the narration of the separate evolution of
the transport system in the different urban centres in Malaysia.

The term “urban” has been officially defined as a gazetied
area with a population of 10,000 and above.® Following this
definiton, there are quite a number of urban areas. However,
if we confine our discussion to the larger major urban centres,
these would include Kuala Lumpur, Georgetown, Ipoh and Malacca.

In the hierarchy of urban authorities, the larger urban centres.
i.e. Kuala Lumpur, Penang, Ipoh and Malacca have Mumcnpal
governments with Town Councils being next on the rung. tol-
lowed by Town Boards.” All these local authoritics are respon-
sible for the provision of basic services. among .“'/luch lrflf\spf')rl
is one.* It is one thing though, 10 provide facilities. wh.uh‘ Ld:l
be done in an ad hoc fashion, i.e. in response 0 needs which

gh their exercise of trattic

lated

——

‘Sowe examples from the city of Kuala Lus &
Uansport include the designation of Bus Lanes for IT“I) qrict durng
of commercial velicles into the Central Business lM laysia, General Report «
Malaysia, 1980 Population and Housing Census of Malaysia.

“pulation Census, Vol. 1. 1983. 77.
Eu Appendix D of the Report . im0 ,hf ‘r"fk':"f"; ll:]uftll Authonitiey.
wce Chapter 6 of the Report...into the Working:

Report.. into the Workings of Lot al Authoriies. <%

creg aftecuny road
of teaffic regulauons @ y
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¢ Serviey vehicles. the
peak traffic lours
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1
wal Authoriites _l.‘_(-‘l-
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ite another to plan for an c.xp;m-
city in relation o projected
jation. It we turn for a muu?cm 1o take
d in this ared at the national level.
relatively recent phenotn-

) time to time. and qu

arise fron _
¢ road capd

sion of facilities such a
increases in vehicle popu
a look at what has truns;l)irc i
ighway & ansport planning I ; P
i\:\z:,)l:]wai/na::: l‘r_‘ars‘p((’eca%e after attaining md‘cr.vcln(.lc:ulu‘ .( 1:)5'7..
1967), maintenance of the existing nc!wurk. was l \‘c.‘( f( er of the
ns of administration from

e .al officials took over the rel

:1:3’ ::;'l’:l(;‘::llt’;'.:L(‘;ltll:y‘ by the mid—sixtics- fJid ll.lcllissu'c :vl i.l.ll.
proving the existing network and the question ol P. “”.‘.“f“l- “'”-““
The first stage in any transport planning process in |hal_ul

the transport study whos¢ task is 10 guthcr mtnrmu.lmn why;h
is subsequently analysed and thereafter translated mm policy
recommedations. The first transport study undertaken in Malay-
sia is the 1964 Kuala Lumpur Transportation Study tollowed by
the nationwide 1968 General Transportation Survey. As their
designations suggest, the focus of the first transport study was
on the principal urban centre in Malaysia, Kuala Lumpur, the
capital city, while the second transport sudy was the carliest
systematic look at the whole transport system of the country.
assessing all the transport modes (air, sea and land) and not
merely the land transport system. It would appear then that the
initial effort in urban transport planning, from which urban transport
policies would arise, was for Kuala Lumpur. The next urban
transport studies of the early seventies, when more attention
was paid to this subfield of transport,'' were once again tor
Kuala Lumpur. From this can be deduced that urban transport
planning began in Kuala Lumpur, or more precisely was under-
mk?’" for Kuala Lumpur, and only after that did other metro-
politan centres such as Georgetown have the benefit of ran¥
port !fl{ldics.” In other words, Kuala Lumpur as the capital. not
;‘l‘;l;“it‘:giy \:as the first 10 experience urban transpor! plan-
. after which other urban centres followed its lead. T

W
Malay*

*'D. Indetjun § i
)i Singh, “Highway Progress and Future Development Plans in S
pos ;

aper presented at the R 1
P L ; atl Eny . A asta 8Y
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being the case, when one refers to u
Malaysia before the eighties
policy which has been devel

15 rban transport policy in
.t 1s.esscm|ally urban transport
oped for Kuala Lumpur.

Urban Transport in Kuala Lumpur

1.  Transport Studies and A Transport Project

_A_S early as 1963, both the Federal and the Kuala 1.umpur
Municipal Governments were aware of the need to equip Kuala
Lumpur, lhe stfate and Federal capital, as well as the main population,
commercial, industrial, financial, cultural and educational cen-
tre of Peninsular Malaysia, with a modern transport system. The
authorities were cognizant of the key role that the transport
system can play in the future development of Kuala [.umpur.
how the transport system, through provision of road access. parking
facilities and public transport services, can aftect the nature and
quality of development in Kuala Lumpur. With that in mind, a
transport study was commissioned to recommend a satistactory
transport policy and a plan to implement the policy.

The main thrust of the recommendations of the 1964 Kuala
Lumpur Transportation Study was on a road building program.
and also on a particular type of road, i.e. bypass facilities.'!
This was in view of (a) the main findings of the Study. that
the inadequate capacity of the existing strect system is due. in
no small measure, to the lack of ring or circumferential roads
when 40% of the traftic entering Kuala Lumpur is through trat-
fic: that reconstruction of roads and streets in the Central Area
is not feasible due to the high density of building development
along all the major roads; and (b) the current wisdom on traflic
at the time which was that access 10 the city was not to be
denied to cars, lorries, taxis, buses or pedestrains.

However, although the recommendations were ucccme by
the then Municipal Council of Kuala Lumpur, only some ol the

BR.Crooks. Michell and Peacock T.ppells.Ahhcll-.\ic(".mh)~.\'u.mnn. ku.:l.:| I‘(mlq(nl“
o >y Ve > 9 revts 5 L]
Transportation Study, 1964 105, 110, 118. Ring roads and new n:‘; :,t"lulnu:‘ '" g

R ' . ey 3 g Is tormed 29.9%  couh npeencics
of rev iture, IMprovEnIents 10 XIsUnE (O v 146 welits
Indc;:'.l luncpdul dp?mlhlhg; u:lu';: Jmediate improvements touk up 2145 and mpees et
gincering formed 1. shle 0 19%

t public transport facilties (ternunals) @ negliy
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Reasons and problems

he usual oot
acguistiion

14
. . .3 » . 'l’
relatively minor projects were implene it

put forward by government chgipees afk ;:ml fand
ones like shortage of funds and m:?"p(.‘wﬁr-k ol action, and the
difficulties.”s As a consequence O (s |.‘.“ . .xi‘\lm)! principal
fact that the 1964 Study confirmed mu'l k"l“" t'.“'.mm..\ serving
strects, transportation lcrlmi?;l:sv:lrr:::."s‘.;ru:l:wv-l v
s Federal Capital are already :

::l.‘,n::::r‘(’il(;:cp; l:::;;::iéil)""’. the traftic siluuluvn.n II;Y .”|:;-,.|::,:,(-’:
had hecome pressing. Thus. in 1972. Righe ..'vkﬁlcv §uu|‘?)
Planning and Development Study (her A et {y.
was undertaken. As previous planpnlg cllml.s'wu;. « 0 n.
inadequate, mainly because they did not take ml:v' :l|unlll.ll l|.l£
Klang Valley region and its impa.cl on urban dev n.pln} nt m
Kuala Lumpur, a regional perspective was deemed nec v.\slu.u y in
the design of a new transport policy tor Kuala FLumpur' The
Klang Valley Study provided a new upp.mn.ch l‘() urhan tans-
port, incorporating recent international lhmlun'g in this hield: A
restraint policy and a new emphasis on public road transport
services were the novel features of the Klang Valley Study
recommendations. A further study to investigate in more detail
the broad transport policies for Kuala Lumpur recommended by
the Klang Valley Study was commissioned. This was the 1974
Urban Transport Policy and Planning Study tor Mctopolitan
Kuala Lumpur by consultants Wilbur Smith (hereatier Walbu
Smith Study).

The Wilbur Smith Study went on to endorse the key fea-
tures of the Klang Valley Study and designed a Transport Plan
with a view of restraining the use of private vehicles while
improving public transport. To achieve these objectives, the Transport
Plan includes the following components: (1) road butldmg
Improvements to existing roads and interchanges and the con:
struction of new roads, (2) improvement of public transport (hiough
provision of additional capacity, more efticient operations. (¢

i . * - exenterd
portation and Traffic Management, Kuala Lumpur”, Papet P

:::::::I (,;:':: f‘:: De;"::’f’"lt‘m Administration (ACDA)/Southeast Asian
A«lnunislra(im;l:: \‘aml crmunications (SEATAC) Conference on i

YLee Teck Chio Sout ‘“-:! 'Asmn Caputals, Bangkok, 1975, 69-70 10"
(ﬂ""wnsmmc.l‘)“:: :;I.ia Urban Transport Problems, Kuala Lumput”. I]“ ;““u ‘
“Crooks ef al. "'Kb nd Zadon HJ- Othman, “Urban Transport i Kuala L

i - Ruala Lumpur Transportation Study”, 1.

Teck Chiow o -
('luu\v et al,, Urhan T[a"sp‘)" Pl’nhlcm", 6.

"C.J Devies, "Trans

[
Apemd i
l'lJ"‘l.“
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formation ot a Public Transpory Unit to m
public transport in Metropolitan Ky
of a number of trattic manage
strain pn;ulc vehicle usage such as the imposition ot ayher
2 = y .‘h- AFRIN Mo 9 ‘N1 1 -
pdl‘k.ml-“-‘ arges, LIL...JI-KI which would mprove pubhic tansport
SCIVICes ;\udl A8 Provision of bus prority lanes, bus prioity
intersections. ete.
» 7 o 1

.In 1970~_th World Bank, which has maintained 2 contin

ued interest in transport development in M

anage and coordimate
A ompur, ¢ Y iroducnon
meat measures which would e

alaysia since s
participation in the first transport sector survey., the 196X Gen
eral Transportation Survey, agreed 1o finance the iplementa
tion of the Wilbur Smith Study Transport Plan."™ The Second
World Bank Urban Transport Project’ was the truttion of the
urban transport planning etforts since 1972, And in the next
five years. this project contributed to changing the tace of Kuala
Lumpur with the construction of new and extensive ting roads,
substantial improvements to existing roads. the introduction ot
a new public transport element into the transport scene, the now
familiar and ubiquitious minibus and the appearance of new
traffic engineering measures such as redesigned interchanges,
new traffic signals and bus lanes.™

2.  Urban Transport Administration
From the foregoing discussion, it has been established

that there are two important aspects of urban transport: (1) provision
of facilities in the form of roads and fixed plant tor pubhic

"This project 1s the logical outcome of the Waorld Bank's involvement I‘I)n:-‘ur!r.m
transport sector of Peminsular Malaysia. It started wu'h provision i the 1972 I'u'\l
World Bank Urban Transport Project to finance the ’\Mlhur Sunth \\lut'l) :»ll\h.".‘“‘L
there was provision, as part of the 1973 Second World Bank ‘\:\"Fll;“a)\' n;n ‘\l' llu
finance detailed engineering studies after the completion of lhc. p: i .um|n..“u-)
with a view to an Urban Transport Project, 1.¢. this present project ;u Ill\.llm.| I ’wl.:)l;
the Second Urban Transport Project is the anticipated culunn.:tuu: ‘,’"f ”::i‘ :.l\"" ~||;nl
began with a feasibility study, moving on (0 detailed ma:lm-..r:]ns @ .u': |‘h~ “"Nid
Acceptance of recommendations from the feasthility study: and at stages. the
Bank was ap active participant.
"This has been designated the Second v
Transport Praject involved construction of an urban
urban transport study, i.e. the Wilbur Smith bect) 1 Transpor!
:tshee Gi.J. Roth, "World Bank U""\‘,:gl f‘"-.l-."h;:lfl‘:\|;::a‘xinr:‘~le-::?x and Control, an.
AD transport jn Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia .

1977, for more details.

thap Transport Project as the First Uthan
urban road as well as the financng ol an

Hustgated by an
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transport such as bus StOps and (erminats, '..m'd TZ) tl,il"l'ly <

i 8 trans cervices. the component of road [FANSPOIT whic
public "'"_“pm,l - R antial proportion ol passange
is responsible for a relatively substantial proportion 6% ger
movement in the urban transport system. I'here 18 a third (.
mension which needs further elaboration, that which has heep
referred to alternatively as traffic cnginccnng. or trattic map-
agement. What is traffic engineering or lralhc' management?
What role does it play in urban transport? A slight digression
is warranted to answer these questions before proceeding
elaborate on the urban transport institutional structure in Kygla
Lumpur, responsible for carrying out the planning and imple-
mentation activities.

From an examination of the objectives and scope of urhan
transport and traffic engineering/tratfic management, it woulqd
appear that there is a heavy overlap - their concerns and ap-
proaches being broadly similar with the slight difference being
one of emphasis. An urban traffic engineer would emphasise
making the most out of the existing network and would prefer
to only consider minor physical changes?' while an urban trans-
port engineer may be prepared to consider more substantial changes
in terms of provision of additional facilities. One can deduce
this distinction in approaches as it is often pointed out that
traffic management is a low-cost solution when compared with
the more costly alternative of supplying additional transport facilities
through construction?

Both urban transport and traffic engineering/traffic man-
agement share the same objective, that of attaining the smoolp
functioning of the urban transport system. However, with rel-
erence to the first two aspects of urban transport identified ap(»vg.
namely the provision of facilities and public transporl scrvu‘_tf;;
traffic engineering/traffic management measures are those wp'l-tul
(a) involve the planning and design rather than the P“Y“:m
construction of facilities, and those which (b) regulat® .pl:mc[
transport services rather than involving their supply- Therew™s

S
inne i indicative v

nomenclature usually used, traffic operations, 18 ind —

c"]cnl "ltb‘-\

the focus of traffic engineering/tratfic mfu.xag' catfic move”
that is to say, activities which relate to facilitating t
ments.

rinir

gl
ECD). Inlc'xm!ul

MOrgamsation for Economic Cooperation and Developnient @
Trafftc Management (Panis: QECD, 1978), 9.
‘M., 17 and 14,



I'h )
« oo selopme ng R LT TN TN 1

Betore moving onto g ey,
institutional structure in Kuala
gression IS necessary. A briet t
Kuala Lumpur is required o en
the various components of the
istration.?*

In 1952, Kuala Lumpur had s first A
Between 1952 and 1960, the partially ¢
hers, six nnnunglu:d members) Municipal Council Was respon-
sible for the administration of Kuala Lumpur In 14600, (he Federal
Capital Act gave tull control of the Federal Capital 1o the Federal
Government whose powers devolved on the Federal Commus-
sioner. He was assisted by an Advisory Board compesed of
Otficial and Unotficial Members. In other words, since 1van
there was no elected local government. In 1972, the status ot
Kuala Lumpur was raised to that of a City. The administration
of Kuala Lumpur remained unchanged except in name. 1.¢ . the
Federal Commissioner was succeeded by a Datuk Bandur + Mayvor)
who was also assisted by an Advisory Board.

In 1974, Kuala Lumpur City became the Federal Terrten
which meant an expansion of area under its jurisdiction The
administering body for the Kuala Lumpur urban arcs became
officially known as City Hall. hence. in addition to the Federal
Territory designation, Metropolitan Kuala Lumpur is stil sonie-
times referred to as Kuala Lumpur. The administration remained
the same except for internal organizational restructunng. 1.c..
many new departments were created to cope with rapid urban
growth and cver-increasing services required.

A sub-committee of the Advisory Board. the Trattic Ad-
visory Committee, has been in operation since even betore the
establishment of the Municipal Council in 1952, 1¢. trom Mu-
nicipal Commission days (1948-1952). Other than the techmeal
department responsible for the planning and. implementation ot
traffic management, the Municipal Engineer’s Department. \nh-‘
Sequently the City Engineer's Department. and eventually mg‘
City Hall Traffic Management Department. the .u,m unn‘u‘n t‘h..
Municipal/City Administration involved in traffic management
is the Traffic Advisory Commuitiee.

cription of the urban 1r
Lumpur, Ve
ustory of 1,
able

dansporg
U another short (-
wal government in
Us to place in perspectinve
evolving urban transport admin-

fumicipal elections
lected €12 elected mem-

K aur Municpal Ui
“Saources for this section are Annual Reports of Kuala L uny

{ Reporn of Dowan Rastirana
Anrnuqf Reports of Federal Capital Comnussieh Arnnai Repor ¢

Officya) laformation Book, Penganugerahan Bunduiava Kudia
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; . lities
(a) Provision of Urban Transpor t Facilit

In the early sixtics, and certainly in 1?64~ 'h?-rcfp‘,mﬁh“'.
ity for the planning, design. const.ructmn fand .nldinlt.flfinu, of
roads was divided between two bodies, lhf: l‘fidc“‘l .' "h.“'t Works
Department (PWD) and the Municipal Engineer's Department,
In the sixties. as in the seventies, the former is 1n charge of the
“Federal Highways entering Kuala Lumpur and for certain ot
the principal streets within the town which arc::um?nualmns of
these highways or are principal feeders to them™ while lht; latter
is in charge of all other urban roads and streets. The ngcral
PWD was already engaged in the design and construction of
major Through Routes in Kuala Lumpur as early as 1959 while
from 1964 till 1970, the Roads Branch of the Federal PWD was
divided into two with one of those sections being the Through
Route Section.”

Subsequent to 1970, according to available sources,” there
was one senior executive engineer who was responsible for Roads
and Bridges in the Kuala Lumpur region. At any rate, what is
clear is that, in the seventies, right up till the Second Urban
Transport Project in 1976, the Federal PWD was involved to the
tune of $20 million in the Second Malaysia Plan period in the
design and construction of Kuala Lumpur bypasses and throughways.™

'."(“nmk.\' et al. "Kuala Lumpur Transportation Study”, 131.

SFederation of Malaya, Public Works Department (PWD). Annual Report 1960 (Kuala
!,u.mpur: Government Printer, 1962), 1

“*See Public Works Department, Annual Report 1964, 94: PWD, Annual Report 1966.
S¥; Malaysia, Organisation of the Government of Malaysia, 1967 (Kuala Lunipur: Goveromet!
an“‘. .W(’-I) --‘06-.4()7: labatan Kerja Raya, “Proposals for Techmcal Statfing. Roae
“"" Airficld Division”, Kuala Lumpur (19707) (mimeographed). In the orgamzation
chart preseated in the PWD, Annual Report 1963, there 1s no indication of the exst™

of a separate section for !
i e Kuala Lumpur Through Routes. This first appeared i the

The 1972, 1973 and 197 ' \
2, 1972 3ed s ‘ LA
Pl ditions of Malaysia, Organisation of the Gove™

g by 2t only
available sources on i Ja R-‘l)‘a. Proposals for Technical Staffing...” ar¢ ml; Tie
last PWD Annu‘l ;“e Yfgamzation structure of the Roads Branch of the pwb
“*See Malaysia Sa'c-( m:'; :1‘ ?uhhshcd was the 1966 edition. printet:
1971 191 Firsg Mo, @laysia Plan, 1971.1975 (Kuala Lumpur: Government &y

throughways was R\,;""m Plan period, 1966-1970, for Kuala Lumpur by pa.‘:"“:l he
® was RMU nullion. See also the 1971, 1972 and 1973 echnon®

Tresury, Expe o
the lw:;lnx;gp‘ 1';;"‘:: g of the Federal Government, where mention 1 "M\:un*"’
e P.W[)c tlopmient Esumjagey, Capital Works ngmml"“" for the 'P"'ch
_ 18 lodged. of the Kyala Lumpur Bypla\w; and Through Roadt™
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This can be taken to indicate T
Federal P\)YD was continually engaged in work ”Lnnix:;u.s 1;(1 |'n‘t.
Lumpur. For the Second Urban Transport Project “m"_l‘:n u(l[lt‘::
conu’nued.. a.s a counterpart team of engineers fmn‘l the l'?chL'Lral
PWD participated in the im[’lCmcntali(m process of the World
Banx fun.de.d. Pl’Oject, Thus, in terms Of the provision of urhan

mpur, two or ANIZAUONS are roc ils
e et PV, 1 1 i T o
ment, and its successor. the Traffic Management Department.

that a ¢

(b) Traffic Operations

The following statement sums up very well the tratfic

management situation in Kuala Lumpur before the Second U

rban
Transport Project:

The transportation management structure in the [metropolitan)
region is complex, there is no clear transportation pohey and
the implementation of traffic improvement measures is often
handicapped by the lack of qualified staff 2

This was the situation that the World Bank project attempted
to address. In the next section on urban transport policy. an
assessment of the extent of success of the project will be made
while the matter of “implementation of traffic improvement measures™
under the project will be clarified soon.

Quite a number of government bodies share responsibili-
ties for traffic management functions and as “there does not
seem to be any permanent institution... which has hgcn estab-
lished to address the particular traffic and transportation necds
of the metropolitan area”,” it follows that no clear transport
policy can be enunciated as it would vag to come from an
organization having overall responsibility for trathc mu;mfgc-
ment in the metropolitan area. In fact, the possibility of con-

icti ici ay well arise.
ﬂlc‘"ﬁ‘é’o nlll:itsgo":::);nmcnl bodies hgl‘ore al‘md al't.cr th :?cl:/)lnd
Urban Transport are the Traffic Advisory Commitiee, the Mu-

—

” e i B I
*C.). Davis, “Transportation and Ttam.,-l Man’a‘l.g;:ln;::' !f:'::::nl' ;x-xlu[;:zapﬂ A
» ille 2 E. Stonier, “Metropolitan Trans d « bap ‘ d
Azl)xlt:‘éu:rx‘g ((_._[‘,,rs::'l‘::fv"“h'{‘;‘h:":‘ Transport Adnunistration m Southeast Asian
B .onte

Capitals, Bangkok, 1975, 62.
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¢ Managment Depart-

nicipal/City Engineer’s Dt:panmcnt/'rl'af{l are other bodies also

ment and the Traffic Police whilc.thcre or's Department,
involved such as the Municipal/City 'rreasurt ar; d the Federal/
the Municipal/City Town Plaqning DePf{f‘":?',;_he Commissioner
State/Municipal/City Road Safety Councils. Datuk Bandar
of the Federal Capital (1960-1972). subsequently the 1a e
as chief executive of Kuala Lumpur, is responshlbtf (Z 4 i
management of traffic in the city*? He 18 ?SSlsled' b)“;': Avi ‘v1-
sory Board. One of the many sub-committees 15 the Tratfic Advisory
Committee. This Traftic Advisory Committee “Whl.Ch meets m"““_“)”
is concerned only with short term planning a'lmﬁd at rcdug‘mg
tratfic congestion and improving traffic flow in l.he. area of the
Federal Territory (italics supplied).”*’ The Commissioner/Datuk
Bandar acts on the recommendations of the Traffic Advisory
Committee and the Municipal/City Engineer’s Department/Tratfic
Management Department implements suggested changes which
have been accepted.™

The traffic engineering work undertaken by «ne Engineer’s
Department before the 1964 Study seems to have been done in
an ad hoc manner.” In the Annual Reports of the fifties, it was
given separate but very brief mention (a few sentences) under
the heading “traffic control” or “road traffic”, while in the six-
ties, betfore 1965, it was not given separate mention. In 1965,
the Traffic Section within the Engineer’s Department was first
mentioned.* The record of traffic engineering activities carried
out was lengthy, approximately four pages out of the eight pages
of the Annual Report of the Engineer’s Department. This new
empil?sis on traffic management meritted more than cursory
attention from city engineers. Despite the fact that the terms of

"Davies.,
2Ibid., 50.
“ad., 49,
Mibid., 50.

“Transportation and Traffic Management”, 47, Chart 3.

Transportation Study. See "Urban Trans
(1964) study and the creation of 2

rent of Kuala Lumpur, immediate impreY
ets and radial routes from the Central A

( ndings of this
1apal Engineer's Departn
© 40 intersections, stre

Section in the Mun

were cartied owl 1
the Cuy".

¢ll"uu.
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reference of the Tratfic Section 4
increased atention given by the
fic management atter 1964 was
urban transport in Kuala Lump

pPpeared 1o be quite broad, the

Engineer's Department o 1rat
Stll inadequate. In his study ol
ur. Davies found that:

The activities of the Tratfic Section included:

1. The design and lay-out of all road improvement

schemes in the City, and the supervision ol con
struction,

Z, Control of all building development on land adjoin
ing City roads. and control over the provision ot all
car parking facilities.

3. The design of traffic management schemes, and the
provision of facilities for the City’s public transport
system.

4. Collection and analysis of transportation data.

3

Implementation of new traffic projects.

Because of staff shortages, the daily work of the Traffic
Section had been confined mainly to activities in the first two
groups.’

The Traftic Section of the City Engineer’s Department was
elevated into a Department in 1975 with the formation of the
Tratfic Management Department. With this change in status came
an increase in staffing for the traffic management function. Thus,
it was now able to address not only the first two activities mentioned
above by Davies but also the third, fourth and fifth activities.
The problem of a lack of staff for implementation began to be
- more positively addressed. .

The enforcement of traffic regulations is carried out by the
. Traffic Division of the Police Force. The Tratfic Police is under
- the Ministry of Home Affairs while Kuala .Lum.pur is unFIcr 'lhc
Ministry of Local Government. A mechanism for coordination

“ “Davies, "Transportation and Traffic Management”, 51-52.



112 Jurnal Sejarah

between the City and the Police does exist a‘nd this 18 vn the
Traffic Advisory Committee as @ representative mw the Trathe
Police is a member of that committee. The Trattic Police in
Kuala Lumpur carries out the universal three basic duties of

traffic police divisions everywhere!

1. traffic direction to aid traffic flow,
2. police traffic accident investigation, and
3. apprehension and warning of violaters.™

Traffic congestion in Kuala Lumpur is such that police
control is required at the major intersections and this task was
taxing the Traffic Police Force in Kuala Lumpur in 1976,

Two other traffic management tasks are carried out by the
City Treasurer's Department and the City Town Planning De-
partment.” The former deals with the financial aspect ol park-
ing in Kuala Lumpur; it supervises the car parking attendants
who collect parking fees. In the planning done by the latier.
strategies for urban transport are part of its responsibility. However.
its work has been hampered by the lack of staff and by the fact
that development outside its city boundaries are not within its
purview.* The authority for land-use planning in the Klang Valley
is the Selangor State Government and in view of the effect of
land-use planning on traffic movements, it is not surprising thal
a regional planning and coordinating organization has been mooted
many times.*

. There is yet another traffic management activity, road safety.
with yet some other separate bodies to deal with this matier
There is, firstly, a national Road Safety Council (RSC). estad”
hst?cq in 1.954. which has overall responsibility for road safety
activities in the country 2 At the next levels, state and Jocal
governments have RSCs or committees which organize what are

¥See D.J. Hanson, “Traffic : caraldde
Transporiation (‘::d TT“mL Engineering Adnunistration”, wn John E. Bacr™d jaTek

1043, raffic Engineering Handbook (New Jersey: Prntice’ alk.
"Davies, “Trans i :
“Ihid., 55 and 9':"“]0‘ and Traffic Management”, 52-55.
Ml -
nl;:h‘:" ;):“915 See also Klang Valley Study. o of
s an;tkof the objectives sof the Road Safety Council, se€ the first P“(%) qre ¥
teference for m_epom, The Annual Reports of the Road Safety Council 5

15 and the following two paragraphs.
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essentially public education projects in the
tions, poster competitions
talks. film shows, etc. Ho

ir vicinities - exhibi-
;vzafc d;]iVing competitions, lectures,
' o Ver, the authorities are also cogni-
17::‘0'\:(:rﬂ:z:c:l;tn;:rﬁe::ea;i s:;e(iz; should be approached from
he RSCs also touch o cnéine fri cering and education, so thfat

> _ ng and enforcement matters in
relation 1o road safety in their meetings.®

In Kuala Lumpur, the City Administration has had its own
road safety committee,* which together with the Traffic Advi-
sory Committee have been “conducting its own campaign (o
educate road users in road safety and undertaking publicity for
the nation’s campaign...” ** In other words, the City Road Safety
Committee initiates activities as well participates in national
level activities. In fact, it is the state and local government
RSCs which implement the national RSC decisions.

However, state and city RSCs do not have staft to handle
road safety matters. It is only the Federal RSC which has a
small permanent staff. Thus, despite their efforts, or rather because
of their limited efforts, accident rates in Malaysia are still high
enough to cause concern, with accident rates being especially
high in Kuala Lumpur.*’ Given such a situation, road satety is
not merely one of the many traffic management concerns but
remains an important traffic management concern in Kuala Lumpur.

(c) The Management of Public Transport

Extensive public transport services in the Kuala Lumpur
urbanised area are provided by privalelyuwngd bus and
taxicab companies. About 88 per cent of puhhc.t .u;uiipon
journeys are made by bus, and 12 per cent by taxicab.

“RSC, Annual Report 1967 37.38; RSC Annual Report 1970, 35, RSC. Annual Report

1971, 49-50.

“RSC, Annual Report 1967, 34; RSC, Annual Rep(‘, . o,

1971, 47, Kuala Lumpur Municipal Council, Annuc

“RSC, Annual Report 1967, 38. - “

“Davies, -Tnns;x’v:(l,a(ion and Traffic Mu:p::v::ln; ‘Alsimly e TR

;bsclfl:c(?hmlg. .Urh:;l ::‘:;:%:;‘:nll‘){’na: 67. il! 1967, 285G of total accdents the
X . S18, LUmvers!

country occured in Kuala Lumpur.

“Wilbur Szt Stuly, 4-5.

ot 1970, 32, RSC. Annual Report
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In terms of the management Of m.lh“.c lrulnf*pnt:‘ ‘lli] -%11“!“'
sia and Kuala Lumpur. this s done |nd|rcgl|¥.‘l"‘::'1;()u ,:: ';:".ﬂt
scheduling and far¢ policies rather th‘an d‘ru_l y‘ : i:‘ ,l: I‘u.
ownership of public transport cntcrprfscs. As ".“_’I,] ln'n‘:( .'1 ove,
the Road Transport Licensing Board is the P"“‘-‘)(' na ‘”_'% hady
which controls and regulates the use of %'mmncru.x.I vehicles, in
accordance with the Road Traffic ()rc!mzmcc \xhllc lll'L"Rnad
Transport Department is its implementing arm. In ud(hlPun o
these two bodies, local governments also have a hand in the
management of public transport as they can “excreise a substan-
tial degree of control over routes and 0pcramm§ through road
traffic regulations. They also prescribe the location and design
of bus stops, in some Cases provide the shelters, benches and
other amenities at the bus stops.”™* In Metropolitan Kuala Lumpur,
other than the Kuala Lumpur City Administration, a number of
contiguous suburbs in Selangor State are also involved in the
moulding of the environment in which public transport has to
operate.

From the above description, it can be seen that. as in the
case of traffic operations, in the sphere of public transport, 4
sub-category of urban transport, there is fragmentation of re-
sponsibility. So far, three organisations have been identified.
RTLB, RTD and the Traffic Management Department. At first
gluncc, it may appear quite unnecessary to distinguish the RTLB
tror.n the RTD since the former is meant to be responsible for
polfc'y making with the latter in charge of implementation of
i)’tl)llt:luts However, the RTLB is lodged with the Ministry of

ic hnlcrprlses while the RTD is in the Ministry of Trans
5 — ¢ schedules. Thus, they should be seen &

entities.
ﬂllenlli?):lhﬁ)sfrr:l:::r:' :,he lhi{\f(ing on urbfxn transport rcdlft:;':‘d
i (et B (h' |p'ub‘le transport m- urban areas .an.\mlc
vebicies ar) b mm: anced transportation (between F;:rlgiccl
adopted this strate ~,[;}’ﬂ?.:lhe Second Urbaq Transpor.l“cbw
the Wilbur Smith %{ ( h‘-lldnced UAnSporiation apd 7 ion
Study view that more and special "

Malaysia. Organi
T8 Urgamsar .
*"Wilbug Sunth Sludy.":_:f the Government of Malaysia, 1967, 199
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had to be given to public transport i

a new institution, the Public 'l'l:lu\":( Klmla‘l.umpm As such,
while inittally, the tocus of the |»"L|fr" 'l~1ml was established.
e on Kuala Lumpur, in time it was ne lqL .“ump‘"' i wax:p
to Kuala Lumpur only but Wuuld ul:”t,:l.)cclc(l 1o he contined
management ol public transport foy |‘|Ic th responsible tor the
when the Public Transport Unit was form !::Ic. country *“Ihus,
as a separaie organisation tor Kuala l.um;:.} : Wu\- not set up
10 the Highway Planning Unit, which in 1975 b Ul wqa‘s attached
way Planning and Public Transport Unit > ;:«'".'Ll l.m.: g
bulk of the Public Transport Unit’s work i.n the L”:rLll 'L:-L“. ll'zc
for Metropolitan Kuala Lumpur. Theretore, in tcnn: uny.;;:yh\.:df
with jurisdiction over public transport in Kuala Lumpur, in .“l‘hhl‘t;:)
10 the R.Tl B, the RTD and the Tratlic Manupcnu’:nl ‘I)cpurl-
ment, a fourth organisation, the Public Transport Unit has to be
placed on the list. This merely underlines the statement above
that the multiple jurisdiction situation in tratfic operations IS
replicated in the ficld ol public transport.

A Review of Urban Transport Policies

For a statement of the guvcrnmcm's policy on transport,
the Five Year Plans are the best references to ascertain priori-
ties within the sector.®' Here, (he question of interest is the
extent of importance accorded by the government 1o urban transport.

Government policy on urban transport in the sixties and
seventies differs, as is 1o he expected. Policy in the sixties s
evident in action taken in the form ot the commissioning ol
transport studics. These have to be planned for, implying some
expectation (attainment of cortain objectives) from !:\t‘-\t‘ S“‘“"'
ies. The transport studics of the sixties were the 1964 Kuala

ban

pation intended t for w
{the Toont nchude (a)
¢ distancy ot the

sts forn
upsdicion o
hin 2 ax-mle arlin

*The Wilbur Snuth Study winch recommended
Kuala Lumpur, viz., "It 15 recnnmwmlml that the
the Federal Capital Terntory. and (h) all arcas wit
boudaries of the Ternoty.” (p-¥1)
:;n" Highway Planminy Unit Was ¢

o Shrla o : : « Joumal of The
“Basha N‘:“:’?.“?Trlh-‘l\"‘ Planning and h"l‘l;"w:',.‘":m}..'“],’““.h G i
Inztitute of Transport, Malaysid Section. 1% 4o 'f\.\.:-'w e Yoar Developinit
the Government adopts a delimife planmng <tratepy ""w"" e foliowang
010 migel (ta KoCio-eConIie objectives audl to e

% certuin criteria of pnmmcs'

(ablished 1966 to plan tor e road system ot
stabid

Cheaarte yed
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n Study and the 1968 General Transpor.
an transport study and the other g
national sector survey. Some awareness of the n?ed 10 deal with
urban transport seemed to be present, hence the first study. Ney-
ertheless, the degree of concern with urban transport seemeqd
also to be relatively limited as there was no treatment of urbap
transport in the General Transportation Survey. Evidence of the
fact that urban transport was not a high priority item can be
seen from the allocation for roads in the First Malaysia Plan
(1966-1970). Municipal roads, compared with other categories
such as Federal roads, new development roads, state and rural
roads, received a smaller per cent of the total allocation for

Lumpur Transportatio
tation Survey. One an urb

roads.**
Another indication that urban transport was not accorded

much importance before the 1970s is the lack of implementa-
tion of the 1964 study recommendations. It has been argued
elsewhere that the figures for the Road Plan were unrealistically
high, accounting for non-implememalion of the recommenda-
tions. On the other hand, if urban transport had been given its
due and had not been relegated to a back seat, funds could
surely have been found for some, if not all, of the recommended
major projects.

It was only in the seventies that there was increased inter-
est in urban transport. The allocation for urban roads in the
Second Malaysia Plan (1971-1975) was 13.36% of total road
development expenditure, when compared with 9% in the First
Malaysia Plan.¢ Increased interest in urban transport, visible in
the early seventies, was sustained through to the late seventies
as can be seen from the allocation for urban transport in the
Third Malaysia Plan (1976-80), amounting to $151.5 million Of
11.86% of the total, which in absolute terms was double
Second Malaysia Plan figure of $71.6 million. The Third M&

8 Kuald

seps:
First Malaysia Plan, 141-42. See also Zaidan Haji Othman, "Urban Transport ] et
en M
<

Lumpur”, 150. "
= ur‘l)::: % aln \‘0 “l: l:u; c'arly days, Government's efforts were (sic) not focuset
*Davies “T'r[:n<p:r(m||:‘:xcm :c;-“:.‘f[m"' the public investment on transport inf
e ; + and Traffic Manag "
*First R nagement”, 69-70.
s i 191. The allocation for "Municipal roads”, *

passes and throughways”, "Petaling
15 taken as the allocation fo: :Irll:?n]:g: -’i(uala R e e e
(s,

<
for urba® m:l:'\
uala Lum[:umal
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inflation; nevertheless, the increase i

cubstantial. G n absolute terms is still

overnment polic : :

ties followed closely ‘het;?“er);]:‘filollll;t;a‘f:“l;il_mpnrl e
s : . Ing on urban

port. accepting in the main, the recommendations of the Klang

Valley Study and the Wilbur Smith Study ** The Second Kuuﬁ

Lumpur Urban Transport Project was designed to implcmcn‘(

these recommendations, with some modifications.

It would appear from the financial allocations for urban
transport in the Second Malaysia Plan and Third Malaysia Plan
that urban transport was finally granted its appropriate share ol
the transport vote in the seventies and that Malaysia has con-
formed to the evolving state of the art in the ficld of urban
transport, moving from traditional concerns with road building
in the sixties to a greater reliance on traffic management in the
seventies. Evidence of the shift in thinking from an emphasis
on increasing road capacity can be seen from the new institu-
tional set-up established as a consequence of the Second Urban
Transport Project.

The main planning and implementation agency for urban
transport in Kuala Lumpur is now the Traffic Management
Department which is a fully-fledged department in its own right,
as opposed to being a small sub-section of the City Engincer’s
Department. The name selected for it also informs as to its
intended focus. The second organisational innovation is in the
formation of the Public Transport Unit which is testimony of a
new commitment to balanced transportation for urban arcas. While
this apparent institutional development may reflect a willing-
ness to adopt the current international technology on UIDAR AFANSPUOI,
the degree of commitment 10 the suggested changes in éPPfl“"dlth
remains in question when one scratch.es beneath lh?‘ surtau.'.

Two things come 0 mind immediately. Thc' Seum;l‘ U‘rbdn
Transport Project has not been able to do much f!b'(‘)u[t) l c.:‘(:)n;:
plex urban transport management structure whic avn,‘r trhe
ferred to nor have all the traffic management compor;e&ls ?uban
World Bank project been implemented. 17 ter::;‘ (;den:;t'y one
transport institutional structure. alm(.mghf mrlgan transport (pro-
main policy maker for all three aspects ot u

seven-
lrans-

“Third Malaysia Plan. 1976-1980 (Kuala Lumpy

r: Government Printer, 1976). 344.
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vision of facilities, public transport management .md ::;.ll',::.
operations). the Datuk Bandar who acts on the 1}9”""' e
Traftic Advisory Committee, and an additional P"““,y_n.m e
public transport, the RTLB, the governmental agencies n: :-u\. lin
of planning and implementation continue 0 be nm'l'l;';il“ha\
other words, the problem of fragmentation of re.SP(mb‘ ' ‘y. ‘l'
not been resolved, much less addressed. As 101 ”fc "sf\m_ ;)
implementation, the problem is no longer one of lack ol qu..x "
fied staff with the formation of the Traffic Management DCP‘"..I-
ment but rather the controversial nature of some u.l the tratlic
management measures. The private vehicle restraint mcusgrc
has proven to be politically sensitive so that the area road pric-
ing scheme, scheduled for 1976, has been postponed a number
of times.** In terms of the other main thrust of the Second Urban
Transport Project, the upgrading of the public transport system,
this has never been assumed to be an easy task. Be that as it
may, improving the public transport situation has also been shown
to be more intractable than envisaged. Thus, while there has
been more substantial effort made for urban transport in the
seventies as compared to the sixties, much less has been achieved
that what was intended.

If, in fact, there is fragmentation of responsibility in the
Kuala Lumpur urban transport scene, does it really matter if
policies continue to be made and implemented? The answer is
“yes” because multiple juridsiction brings with it some negative
consequences. In the first place, it invites conflict in approaches
in the design of urban transport policies. Although this may be
deemed to be healthy and be seen as democracy in action, it
doe§ .makc for cumbersome delays, not only in arriving at a
decision, but more so when it comes to implementation. This
second consequence, slow implementation, is inevitable as many
;om.peulng views often reflect the ditterent priorities of the various
n(r:(:)lli:n ::“":"i‘::fnda lll[e f:(l)ilz'“ ;l‘lso sometimes result in inconsistent
oFs. glvenpolley. 1k crent perspectives and imerprctulm.n.
St 1 p Ly.' nother format can always be introduced i

SNES 10 retain the access to various inputs at the planning

*See the following newspaper articles:
Light" Business Times, Fe s

“Area Road Pricing, Just Waiting for the Gree?
"Cold Storage™. New Sir

b. 14, 1979; “Kyal
Rl a Lumpur's Pav. ‘caffic Scheme 1P
uts Times, May |9, l‘)";:)?u' s Pay-to-enter Traffic Scb
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stage. For instance, -!hc familiar commitiee device can be used
wherffhy_'reprcsemauvcs from the different bodies involved in a
certain “C!d such as traffic operations are invited to participate
by the main planning and implementation agency. The latter is
then given the task of ensuring a full and speedy implementa-
tion of policies made.

On the issue of implementation where it has been found
that efforts at private vehicle restraint and at public transport
upgrading have not made much headway, again the question,
“Does it really matter?” can be posed. This matter has to be
raised as it can be shown that there are alternative ways of
dealing with the problems of urban mobility and congestion
which the above efforts are meant to address. However. what
needs to be noted here is that the Second Urban Transport Project
measures have been selected as they have been seen to be the
less costly of strategies as opposed to more costly alternatives
such as light rapid transit, whether elevated, at-grade or under-
ground.

In other words, one should continue to strive for an im-
provement of the urban transport institutional structure in Kuala
Lumpur and for an eventual implementation of the traffic man-
agement measures aimed at private vehicle restraint and public
transport upgrading.

Concluding Remarks

It an examination of urban transport policy in Kuala LLumpur,
at first glance, it would seem that urban transport policy has
developed in line with current international technology and that
urban transport practice in Kuala Lumpur is very up-to-date.
However, upon further investigation, this development may be
found to be relatively superficial. If this is indeed so, t.he q"f"“'
tion, “Does is really matter?” has been posed. And, with rclgr-
ence to the urban transport management structurc. lhﬁ: cusg for
more organisational integration is quite strong.*” Experience from

Traffic Management and Willcox and Stomer's
ested Approach to Orgamizing and Frnancing
on integrated approaches

®Soe for instance OECD, Integrated Urban

"Metropolitan Transport Authonty. A Sugy K
Utban Transport Services in Five ASEAN Capnals” for more

10 urbag transport,
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the Kuala Lumpur urban l.ransporl. scene ‘Sl‘lPP(‘lf‘f ‘h:—j Argumeny
hat different bodies perceive and interprete poticies Gitlereny,
resulting in delays in implementation. _

As for the balanced transportation strategy. given lr_le present
economic situation where governments are f accfl wnh_ un.lavuurablc
economic prospects, shrinking re\./cnues v1s-zf-v1.s' Increasing
responsibilities. the least cost sqlutmns would seem ‘lo be pref-
erable to those requiring larger investment outlays. For, despite
straitened economic conditions, every city will continue to strive
for less congestion than it presently has. let alone contemplate
an increase since it is quite clear that congestion seriously
undermines the quality of city life. What this implies is that the
private vehicle restraint and public transport upgrading meas-
ures should definitely be given a second and closer look.

What lessons for other Malaysian urban centres can be
derived from the Kuala Lumpur experience? Before attempting
to answer this question, some other related matters need to be
considered. Are there compelling reasons for the present struc-
ture of separate urban transport entities to continue? Are the
principal transport problems of the different Malaysian cities so
dissimiliar as to warrant the development of individual urban
transport policies? Should we not be moving towards an overall
Malaysian urban transport policy? The answer to these ques:
tions lies in the fact that each urban arca possesses its own
unique features and environment which call for varying emphi-
ses in addressing the urban transport problem. What this indi-
cales is that while all cities face similar problems of congestion
zfs well .as the need to improve mobility, and in light of the
::‘:: n(: r:::.ﬁrm."?"fl ‘.e“h“_“log)’ W_hich favours r}lx\re huluncg«f
trans*p - l(:jn I.L.I'LdULC private vehicle usage and increase public
br():hp;n()ugh ;:s::;:&v tt::: u? ?gz(ral ) app{(\z}?'pcs and‘ .s“"“,"*,"ffmf,;
measures which are g ¢ ..)puun of dm'crcm tmfhc m.u.h‘lg.t s
us back to Kuala I PPIopriate to a particular city. This aiie

umpur’s urban transport policy. 1t other ¢itie®

“See Chapter S in Lo}
. W Y
Some World Bank Road ca.nl(f;b' dF:rc'Kh Techmeal Asistance to Peminsulds
0a *p. o Al
fansport Projects”, Ph D, thesis, Pletches e

of Law and Diplon
acy, 1983 1 ‘
s . nmore (e . ; T :
Waplenwenting the Second Urhan 1!;::!:{:‘\':!‘; on the eftorts of the Trathe e
urt Project.
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accept the logic of a policy of more halanced transportation,
they thc_n can look more closely at the circumstances surround-
ing the implementation of this policy in Kuala Lumpur and try

to avoid the pitfalls encountered while emulating the more positive
aspects of the implementation process.

Thus, with reference to a Malaysian urban transport policy.
if Kuala Lumpur continues to provide leadership in its selection
and implementation of broad principles and strategies from time
to time, as it seems quite likely 10! the other urban centres in
Malaysia can profitably draw on its expertise and experience
when designing their own urban transport plans and systems in
line with their specific terrain, circumstances and needs.

i Mling to incur substantial investment
e Bedicll Govecisesst. ¢ Show';t'l:;::etl:.b%:l|l!|::§ :mI second World Bank urlu.n
for the Kuala Lumpur urban “.f“’p:{et;upolilan Kuala Lumpur with imitial expe ndl;.l:n.;
traasport projects were, 10 fnct.4 “i“lon. Bearing in mind that these hgure.s(u‘ce :t:m
o.f RM40 ."u"lon e mg&].[": amounts o account for 7.5% and 7::-: :; \';a“)\n
single project, they are very l‘in the Second Malaysia Plan and lhe_ :r\ ,‘..dua,'..g
allocation for road develof’f“t“. treated as the premict aity i all rr.\pc’: ‘1 e
2“‘ Tt the rc dﬂ; C‘:’:;L:: (Cf. Second Malaysia Plan, 191 and Thir )

anaport, is only 1o be ex . (CL

Plan, 357).



