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I would like to dwell a little on the subject of the MRT,
which is being followed with more than just passing interest by
our citizens. In my view, this is a good sign a5 it reflects our
people's awareness of thc impact the MRT will have on our city,

our lifestyles, and our futures

But whilst most of us are aware of the enormous financial
investment that have to be made, I would like to streses that the
considerations that go to make a cose for or against the MRT are
much morc complex and diverse, and merit careful thought and

evaluatione

You mgy well ask what these considerations are. One of
these concerns the kind of city we want in the future not only
for oursclves but =lso for futurc generations to come. Certainly,
the MRT can contribute to the growth and vitality of a city and

allow for morc intensive development =znd better economies of

scalcs New York, London or Tokyo would not be sble to support
the smount of urban and economic activity that they do today

without their subway systemss

Apart from its mass transportation capability, MRT would
also represent a quantum lcap in the quality of public transporte
The comfort, efficiency and rclizbility of MRT would make urban
travel less burdensome, and cnable us to make more meaningful use

of our timee

It would, in short, represent an altogether new dimension
in urban mobility thet would revolutionalise living habits and
lifestyles in much the same way as the aeroplane which has added

2 new dimension in international travele




But, a8 I have said earlicr, it would be more prudent for
us to strefch cur bus system, if we can do so, and wait until the
MRT becomes more a necessity and less of a luxury = and in the

meantime boost the quality of our bus sysiems

The Harvard Review Team is fi’na,lisini; its study and will
be presenting its report to the Government in zbout a month'é
time. I believe that many of their recommendations, which we
will make public, will be at variance with the findings of
previous studies concluded that an MRT is inevitazble. Whilst
come of these differences can perhaps be settled by quantitetive
analysis, others will have tc remain as differences of opinion

and judgment.

While counter=~proposals of the kind that the erudite
Harvard Professors are offering ‘a.re useful in that it mzkes us
rethink 0ld issues, we must not forget that ultimately wc will
have to evaluzte the risks and make the final decisione IT we
make thc right descision we and our future generations will be
the beneficiaries. Should we err, we will have to face the

consequencess No cansultant can carry this burden for use




