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THE Workers’ Party (WP) oppos-
es the Population White Paper be-
cause its road map will dilute na-
tional identity and shrink the
ranks of born-and-bred Singapo-
reans to a minority, said party
chairman Sylvia Lim yesterday.

Setting the agenda of the WP’s
nine MPs for the parliamentary de-
bate, Ms Lim charged that the
Government has its priorities the
wrong way around in aiming for
economic growth targets and us-
ing the population to get there.

“While we accept that trade-
offs have to be made, we believe
such trade-offs should be made in
favour of the well-being of Singa-
poreans and not GDP targets,”
said Ms Lim, on the first day of
the debate.

The WP is proposing an alterna-

tive approach of an upper-bound
population size of 5.9 million by
2030, and economic growth tar-
gets of 2.5 per cent to 3.5 per cent
annually from now until 2020,
and 1.5 per cent to 2.5 per cent an-
nually from 2020 to 2030.

This is about 0.5 to 1 percent-
age point less than the White Pa-
per’s, and will be achieved largely
through productivity improve-
ments and more foreign spouses,
homemakers and senior citizens
in the workforce, she said.

Ms Lim zeroed in on the White
Paper’s goal to have a “strong Sin-
gaporean core” at the heart of the
population, arguing that it is an
empty one given that the number
of Singaporeans is projected to
fall to 55 per cent of the popula-
tion in 2030, from the current 62
per cent.

In fact, she noted, this percent-

age includes new citizens who,
while making good economic
contributions, “see Singapore
through a different lens, and can
equally make a decision to leave if
the circumstances change”.

“Instant citizens can be Singa-
porean in name and have all citi-
zenship rights, but for the Singa-
pore core to be strong, the core
must be strongly Singaporean in
values, world view, culture, sense
of place and history, and network
of friends and family,” she said.

Hence, a real Singaporean core
must be made up of those who
“grew up in and with Singapore”.

Under the proposed road map,
indigenous Singaporeans will be a
minority, a demographic outcome
that will “change the character of
Singapore forever”, she warned.

The best way to boost the Sin-
gaporean core, she said, is to do

more to raise the total fertility
rate (TFR) but the Government’s
efforts in this area have been
“half-hearted”, as it believes
“immigration top-ups” remain its
key population strategy.

She compared its seemingly
“resigned” attitude towards the
low TFR to that of countries like
South Korea, where a committed
approach to removing the institu-
tional and structural obstacles to
childbearing has been taken.

Later, WP MP Muhamad Faisal
Abdul Manap (Aljunied GRC) ex-
panded on the point, saying the
Government should “lead the way
through action and legislation” on
work-life balance and flexi-work
arrangements. He pointed to high
housing prices as a reason for
young couples’ reluctance to start
families, and said there is a global
correlation between low fertility

rates and population density.
As for the ageing population,

Ms Lim said that senior citizens
“may not be as much of a burden
as the Government makes out”.

A key premise of the White Pa-
per is that by 2030, there will be
only 2.1 working citizens to sup-
port each person who is 65 and
above, down from 5.9 now.

But this ignores the possibility
that many senior citizens may
have their own economic resourc-
es and be able to work until they
are much older, she noted.

In a parting shot, Ms Lim con-
cluded that the White Paper’s ti-
tle, “A Sustainable Population for
a Dynamic Singapore”, illustrated
its muddled priorities.

In the WP’s view, it should be
“A Dynamic Population for a Sus-
tainable Singapore”, she said.
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“The current
integration
programme has not
been as effective as
we desired. For
better integration,
more social
gatherings and activities can be
organised to promote better
communications and understanding
between local and new citizens.”
– Mr Seng Han Thong (Ang Mo Kio GRC), on reviewing
the programme to integrate new citizens

“Many consider the current
Employment Pass system
somewhat liberal in its assessment
of foreigners vying for attractive
PMET jobs... Could we ensure
employers invest to train

Singaporeans for good jobs in order
(for the employers) to qualify for
Employment Pass for foreign
PMETs?”
– Ms Foo Mee Har (West Coast GRC), on two-thirds of
Singaporeans becoming professionals, managers,
engineers and technicians in 2030

“A further
concession to the
foreign domestic
worker levy, or
better still, a
waiver of the levy
altogether, will be
useful especially for households
where both husband and wife are
working.”
– Dr Intan Azura Mokhtar (Ang Mo Kio GRC), on
encouraging parenthood, on top of a reduced levy of
$170 a month that parents with children below 12
years old enjoy
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THE need to instil in Singapore-
ans the confidence that political
leaders have their interests at
heart, whatever the circumstanc-
es, was underlined by Mr Seah
Kian Peng (Marine Parade GRC)
yesterday.

To him, re-looking the Peo-
ple’s Action Party’s long-held
view of self-reliance may help.

The first of eight MPs to speak
on the Population White Paper, he
said: “We must give greater securi-
ty to Singaporeans for them to
feel that whatever hand life deals
them, the government of the day
is for them.”

Presently, this means the
needy must continue to be subsi-
dised and infrastructure built
ahead of demand, to avoid the bot-
tlenecks that plague the country
today.

But in the future, with the pros-
pect of the well-heeled entrench-
ing themselves and making it hard-
er for the less well-off to move up
the social ladder, the Government
must ensure more is done for the

poor and needy. The ruling party,
he suggested, has to examine its
long-held “bias” against wel-
farism, and see if this can fit into
the Singapore of the future.

Posing a series of questions to
set out the issues to ponder on,
Mr Seah, the Deputy Speaker of
Parliament, said: “What if (suc-
cess) is because both your parents
are rich, and can afford $1,000 in
tuition each month?

“What if your grades are good,
not because you work any harder,
but because you are chauffeured
to school every day and back?

“What if, no matter how many
times you tried, how hard you
worked, you never made your
business work?”

The Government does not al-
ways know best, he acknow-
ledged. “It may only know what is
efficient, what is rational, what
costs the most, or the least.”

Sometimes, he pointed out, it
is right to do what the people
want. “Not because we think it is
right, but because they do.”

The Government must resist
the “self-righteous, sanctimoni-

ous chant that ‘We do what is
right, rather than what is popu-
lar’”, he said.

He also called for a rethink of
some of the White Paper’s as-
sumptions and urged policymak-
ers to review it, if needed. His
deepest concern was the ratio of
citizens to foreigners; this is few-
er than two Singaporeans to one
foreigner now. In future, this may
become fewer than 1.5 to one.

“I hope the ratio can be main-
tained at current levels and not de-
cline further by 2030,” he said.

“We do need to do more to
have more citizens. Not just by
getting new citizens in, but also
by getting our people to get mar-
ried, and getting married couples
to have more children.”

With more than 40 MPs from
the PAP and the opposition set to
speak over the week, he called for
a cool-headed debate. “Let us all
focus on the outcomes that the pa-
per seeks to achieve. By all means,
raise ideas and suggestions and
not simply criticise for the sake of
scoring points.”
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Concern
that Malay
proportion
will shrink

SOME SUGGESTIONS

It proposes lower growth targets,
upper-end 5.9m population by 2030

‘Instil confidence that
Govt is for the people’

TWO Malay MPs
expressed concern
yesterday that the
Malay-Muslim share of
the population will shrink
along with the size of the
Singaporean core.

Speaking on the first
day of the parliamentary
debate on the White
Paper, People’s Action
Party (PAP) MP Intan
Azura Mokhtar (Ang Mo
Kio GRC) said that “a
common feeling among
the Malay-Muslim
community is that a
decrease in our
population will affect
racial stability and
interracial relations in
Singapore”.

She urged the
Government to try harder
to attract Malay
graduates and
professionals from
Malaysia and Indonesia to
become Singapore
permanent residents (PRs)
or new citizens.

It should also share
information on the type
of immigrants of Malay
origin in Singapore, as
well as the measures it
takes to attract more of
them here, to assure the
community, she added.

The Malay share of the
population has decreased
slightly over time, from
14.1 per cent in 1990, to
13.9 per cent in 2000, to
13.4 per cent in the latest
census in 2010.

This is despite the
Malays’ total fertility rate
(TFR) outstripping that of
the other ethnic groups.
In 2011, the TFR among
Malays was about 1.6,
compared with 1.1 for the
Chinese and Indians.

Statistics on the racial
breakdown of PRs here
are not available, but of
the half a million PRs,
only 5.5 per cent are
Muslim.

Workers’ Party (WP)
MP Muhamad Faisal
Abdul Manap (Aljunied
GRC) said he was
concerned that the ethnic
group’s share was falling
due to a large number of
local Malays emigrating
and renouncing their
citizenship. A big reason
they do so is that they
perceive a lack of equal
opportunities for them
here, he said.

He pointed to the
under-representation of
Malays in public
universities and in top
positions in the Singapore
Armed Forces as reasons
why “the issue of equity
is still lingering in the
minds of the Malays”.
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WP rejects
road map,
offers
its own

WHITE PAPER ON POPULATION DEBATE
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