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ABSTRACT 

 

This article provides a critical overview on regional planning policies and 

implementation In Malaysia. Regional planning has implemented in Malaysia for 

almost 50 years, at the first 2 decades regional planning was tool for rapid growth 

(after independent) but this rapid mere economic and sectoral growth made regional 

disparities and it caused some part and ethnics be far from the development orbits. 

So, national government changed the regional planning policies by New Economic 

Policy (NEP) to tackling imbalanced development between different regions and 

different ethnics this new thinking and shifting on regional planning in Malaysia 

tried to Achieving balanced regional development as one of the key objectives of 

national development during the development Plans in Malaysia. In addition, 

National Regional planning has continued from Outline Perspective Plan (1971-

1990) (OPP1) Fifth Malaysia Plan (1986-1991) Second Outline Perspective Plan 

(OPP2) and Vision 2020 but in all of these development plans we cannot see clear 

and appropriate role for regional planning In Malaysia. As long as this weakness 

exists in Malaysia planning system the regional goals will be suffered and affected 

by “power deficit” and when it has not any organic relation with up and down scale 

of hierarchy, regional planning will continue by lack of tool and power and just we 

have a name of regional planning in Malaysia. 

 

KEYWORDS: long term, Regional planning, urban and rural, state governments, 

GDP, Malaysia. 
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INTRODUCTION 

After industrial revolution rapid growth in Europe, most of these countries faced to imbalanced 

development between urban and rural. Then, they implemented regional planning as coordinator 

to tackle regional disparities and imbalanced. After that, Regional planning and policies have 

implemented in other developing countries same as Malaysia because Under the condition of 

traditional planned economy, because the urban/rural social economic system were factitiously 

dismembered, and furthermore the economic development strategy was mainly focused on heavy 

industry while neglecting the rural economic development, so the extreme inconsistent 

development of urban and rural area was the fact. The tendency of urban/rural gap was also 

abnormal (Burlingham., et la, 2008).  After more than fifty years still there is too many 

unanswered questions about regional planning in Malaysia we have not had a same result in all 

regions in Malaysia when these policies are implementing for whole Malaysia. Regional 

planning has been more effective for peninsular Malaysia, Selangor, and KL area or that‟s better 

KL, Selangor and Malaysia. The Federal Territory of Kuala Lumpur is the national capital of 

Malaysia and forms the core of the nation‟s most populous urban region. It is the increasingly 

global orientation of the city and its implications for the wider urban region which form the focus 

of this profile. Material infrastructure and spectacular symbolic spaces facilitating the 

globalization of Kuala Lumpur have overwhelmingly concentrated in a new southern growth 

corridor over the past decade or more. (Morshidi, 2002).  Also, Malaysia as developing country 

that has colony background same as other colony background countries has been developing 

polarized these poles are located in cities (developed and industry and technology based ) and 

rural (less developed and agricultural based)areas even regional planning affected by this kind of 

development tendency . We can see a same regional planning scenario in other Asian developing 

countries, a number of regional planning approaches and strategies have been used and 

experimented with in Asia as in other developing countries to correct the imbalances in the urban 

growth process, comprising, in the main, established of counter managements, development of 

small and intermediate-sized cities and towns, setting up of new towns, and metropolitan-

regional planning. Central strategies is the belief that balanced as opposed imbalanced urban 

development is superior in term of meeting important societal goals such as national security, 

improvement in the quality of life, and perhaps long-run economic efficiency. Central to the 

strategies is also the belief that planning actions leading to balanced urban development 

enhanced the welfare of the population as whole (Nathur, 1997). The aims of this study are:  1-

To show role of regional planning on sub-region scales (Local and State) and trans-region scales 

(National scale)in Malaysia 2-To show effects of regional planning on short term, intermediate 

term, and long term planning in Malaysia. 

GOALS AND AIMS OF REGIONAL PLANNING IN MALAYSIA 

Historical review of regional planning in Malaysia for us is too important because, goals and 

policies changed several times. Also, most of regional problems come from a historical 

experience especially from colonial time. Regional disparities under the Colonial Legacy (1786-

1957) and continue with post-colonial Era (1957-1970).this is important because regional 

disparities in Malaysian economic development have a strong correlation to its historical 
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background, especially because of colonial exploitation policy and selection location for 

international migration (Hassan, 2004).The establishment of the rubber industry in Malaya by the 

British at the end of the nineteenth century introduced a pattern of development led by modern-

sector plantations, agriculture and mining, and later forestry. In the 1920s and 1930s, regional 

planning becomes a major aspect of colonial development policy. This policy consisted largely 

in pushing back frontiers, and region after region was intensively studied, in terms of soils, 

hydrology, slopes, forests inventories, and the like, regional planning, in other words, was 

mainly land-use planning. This tradition continued into the postwar period, and even into post-

dependence period. (Hasen,1990 ). Colonial back ground is too important in Malaysia regional 

planning when shifting from local- cultural industries to new large-scale industries (Kunzmann., 

2004) (Khoo, 1980). Through the regional planning and policies in Malaysia sectoral economic 

development (industrial development), specific areas development (peninsular Malaysia, 

Selangor, Kuala Lumpur) have been making rural-urban migration (demographical imbalanced). 

Uneven regional growth and distribution in the process of structural change are affected by three 

factors: firstly natural resources advantages (imperfect factor mobility), secondly economies of 

concentration (imperfect divisibility), and finally and communication (imperfect mobility of 

goods and services) (Hoover., et la 1999). There is same story between all of the developing 

countries, their development process is not too long and limited in few years, one or two 

decades, and also developing countries growth mostly focused on economy and does not match 

with other dimensions, despite a rapid growth of per capita income in most developing countries 

during the 1960s, the growth center strategies were increasingly being questioned and issues 

concerning the redistribution of wealth were emphasized. A reorientation of the development 

policies required instead a redistribution of benefits of growth to the target groups on whom the 

policies were focused (chenery et al., 1974). For instance third Malaysia summarized as follows: 

a. New land development forms a major means in the future growth of agriculture, 

manufacturing and services in the poorer states. The exploitation of natural resources and 

development of agro-based activities complement the land development in resources rich 

state. 

b. The development of existing agricultural areas with a high incidence of poverty through 

an integrated in situ development approaches. 

c. The industrial development emphasizes the redistribution of manufacturing activities to 

the less developed parts of the county. 

d. Related to the industrial development, urban development emphasizes the need to 

integrate the development of growth centers with the hinterland. (Saleh, 1992) 

NATIONAL, STATE, AND LOCAL PLANNING 

As far as economic structural changing is concerned, the research finding show that since 1970, 

the shift towards the manufacturing sector as the main economic activity has been more rapid in 

the more developed states compared with the less developed states. A late shift towards 

industrialization and constraints in the services sector resulted in high regional inequality within 

the less developed states mainly because these states had less connection with the establishment 
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of the primary and services sector before shifting towards more industrialization. Beside, that, 

the location incentives policy was also seen as less effective in that most industries were still 

located in the developed states. Industries in the less developed states were more labour-orinted, 

the size of firm was relatively smaller, output elasticity of labor and capital was relatively less, as 

well as less value added and „Total Factor Productivity‟ (TFP)growth meant that the convergent 

process between the less developed and more developed states had not happened. This is due to 

the economic and demographic „disadvantage cycle‟ that clearly occurs in the less developed 

region (Golam Hassan, 2004). In addition, detail quantitative target of regional development in 

the OPP2 has not been explicitly stated. However, judging from the projected figures of states‟ 

GDP over the year 2000, it is clear that the relative position of less developed states will not 

change considerably as compared to their position in 1970 and 1990. This is shown in Table 1. 

Based on this table the following observations are made:   

a. The concentration of development will continue to take place in the development states 

the Federal Territory, Selangore and Penang. 

TABLE 1: MALAYSIA: STATE’S GDP, GDP PER CAPITA AND GDP RATIO FOR 

1970
1,

 1990 AND 2000 

State                        GDP                      GDP Per Capita              Ratio to Malaysia  

                            (RM Million)                    (RM)                                Average 

 

                         1970    1990    2000            1970    1990    2000             1970     1990     2000    

Kedah
2   

             743       3601    8099            665     2600    4620             0.67       0.59       0.67 

Perlis                  -            564      1101             -        2973     4516               -           0.68       0.66 

Pulau               

 Pinang              795        5795    10851         987    4934     7595              0.99       1.12       1.10                                                                  

Perak                1598      7136    13441          981    3357     5316              0.99       0.76       0.77                                                

Wilayah  

 Persekutuan       -        10043   18884            -       7608    11213                -         1.73       1.63                                                                                    

Selangore
3 

       2737    14661    32510         1617   6558    10342             1.63      1.49       1.50                                                                       

Melaka               335       1974    4060           798     3587     6073              0.80      0.82       0.88   

 Negeri                                                                        

Sembilan           490       2649     5275            979      3824    6146             0.99      0.87       0.89 
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Pahang              512       3744      8152           975       3287     5305           0.98      0.75       0.77                                                                                  

Kelantan           330       2059      4428          463       1739     2844             0.47      0.40       0.41                

Terengguanu    249        5466     9200           592       7124    8648             0.60      1.62       1.26                                                            

Johor                 1194      8509     2009          4900      3083    7151             0.91       0.91      1.04                                                                

Sabah
4    

           770       7002      13552         1177     4500     6159            1.19       1.0         0.90                                                                
   
 

Sarawak            860        6948     1431           3881     3883     6029            0.89       0.88       0.88                                                           

Malaysia
5  

        10807    80151   163930        994       4392     6875           1.00        1.00       1.00                                                                 
  

Note:  

1. Figures for 1970 are based on 1970 price. 

2. Figures for 1970 include Perlis. 

3. Figure for 1970 include the Federal Territory of Kuala Lumpur. 

4. Includes the Federal Territory of Labuan. 

5. The GDP for 1970 does not add up to the total for Malaysia because of the statistical 

discrepancy of RM97 million  

Source: OPP2,1991:124-125 

ii. The relative position of middle states such as Perak, Negari Sembilan and Pahang will 

decline in the year 2000 as compared to that of 1990. 

iii. The relative position of the less developed states is projected to be unchanged or 

getting worse. The GDP of Kedah and Perlis will remain at two-third of the national 

average. Meanwhile Kelantan‟s GDP will decline from 47per cent of national GDP in 

1990 to 41 per cent in 2000. ( Mohed Yusof Kasim 1992) 
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CHART 1: PERCENTAGE SHARE BY STATE AT CONSTANT PRICE 2000                     

YEAR 2008 

 

In chart 1 since Malaysia first development plan Selangore state as the first state in Malaysia has 

been continuing her role as the first state in Malaysia, and it shows the inequitable development 

in Malaysia for these 50 years regional planning. When Selangor and Putra Jaya both are 2.4 of 

Malaysia but in accommodated 18.2 percent of Malaysia population (Malaysia static                       

2009-07-01) 

The reasons of this inequitable development are: 

A. Role national government , KL as symbol of development in Malaysia and one of the 

developed cities in South East Asia, also Malaysia government demographic policies 

shows they want to develop Peninsular Malaysia especially Selangore and Kuala 

Lumpur by population development  (NPP 2005) 

B. Role of state governments (Sham Sani 1992,Mohed Yusof Kasim 1991, EQ Act 

1985) 

C. Role of Kuala Lumpur as concentrated city (in fact role of Kuala Lumpur and 

Selangore state in Malaysia inequitable development is not limited to their hinterlands 

when the rate of city development around Kuala Lumpur and Selangore is too faster 

than other cities and states in Malaysia during a 10 years most of Selangore cities 

populations become  doubled and Putra Jaya and Subang Jaya, and Cyber Jaya  from 
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79002 in 1991 become 447,183 in 2000 )(2000) (2008) Department of Statistics 

Malaysia web 

D. Industrial development and policies in Malaysia for specific states and places 

(Peninsular Malaysia) 

E. The rate of development in Malaysia is depended to how far and close cities are from 

Kuala Lumpur. 

Therefore, in chart 2 shows GDP amount is affected by those polices in states level and regional 

disparities still alive in Malaysia. It shows regional planning and policies are not support from 

bottom and top of the decision making system hierarchy in Malaysia. And policies in regional 

scales just focus on the market requirement and mere economic. So this prosperity is just for 

regions that manufacturing policies are persuading seriously and quality of life is sacrificed for 

that in all Malaysia plans (long-term, short-term) or (local, state, national scale) 

CHART 2: GDP GROWTH BY STATE AT CONSTANT PRICE 2000 YEAR 2008 

 

Source: Malaysia statics 17/05/2010 

When Manufacturing activities and quality of life are the most popular words in Malaysia 

planning drafts in different scales (local, state, and national) and in (short term intermediate term 

and long term) quality of life is not too successful in compare to manufacturing activities even 

when Malaysian pointed out quality of life as one of the main goals in National Physical Plan,” 

Basic to all national planning is the country‟s aspiration of attaining developed country status as 

encapsulated in Vision 2020. A particular onus placed on physical planning is the creation of a 

quality and efficient physical environment that will be the foundation for the high quality of life, 
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economic prosperity, political unity and social vibrancy envisioned in Vision 2020. Subsumed 

within this overall objective is the integral need to increase efficiency, regional balance, 

sustainability and a strong global positioning of the country. The NPP will provide the 

translation of the national plans into the physical and spatial dimension” (NPP, 2005) also in 

seventh mid-term plan review for several times they pointed out social services and quality of 

life and how improve them” recognizing that the changing structure of and inter-relationships 

within families pose challenge which affect individuals and families, a social action plan or 

Pelan Tindakan social (PINTAS) was formulated. The plan social problems and programs to 

address and alleviate the occurrence of social problems as well as monitor the impact of social 

and economic development on the well-being of families (Mid-term review of the seventh 

Malaysia plan, 1999). On the other part, manufacturing development in specific regions and 

(western region in peninsular Malaysia) limited development in other regions and these two 

important policies affected with other elements (state and national authorities). These developed 

regions more benefited from modern economy activities same as western regions. At the same 

time, other states, particularly in the Northern and Eastern regions, such as Kedah, Perlis, 

Terengganu and Kelantan were left relatively underdeveloped (hamzah jusoh,1992). Therefore, 

agriculture sector especially Rice farmers affected this industrial and manufacturing development 

by land-abandonment (Fadzin Othman 1991). And it shows since regional planning implemented 

in Malaysia regional planning not only has not been successful in regional disparities also has 

not been successful on rural-urban region policies. Rural-urban economic disparity is still a 

pertinent issue in Malaysia. For example, the mean monthly gross household incomes of the rural 

population in 2004 were far behind that of the urban inhabitants. At the same time the incidence 

of rural poverty was higher at 11.9 per cent compared with 2.5 per cent for urban poverty in the 

same year (Malaysia, 2006) (Abdul Kader et, la 2009). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



ECONSPEAK              Volume 1, Issue 4 (November, 2011)          ISSN 2231-4571 
 

Sri Krishna International Research & Educational Consortium 
http://www.skirec.com 

 - 137 - 

 

TABLE 2: INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTION INDICES AND AVERAGE ANNUAL 

GROWTH IN PENINSULAR MALAYSIA 

Industry                                                             1968=100                 Growth           

1981=100         Growth  

                                                                                                            1970-1980                                 

1981-1987 

                                                                       1970           1980              %pa                 1987                 

%pa                                         

Processing of estate-type                   130.1       439.9            13.0             ----                ----       

   Agricultural products  

Food, beverages and tobacco             119.4      222.2          6.4                140.1               5.8 

Textiles and wearing apparel             114.6      357.7         12.1               152.2               7.3                   

Wood and related industries              125.5      287.3         8.610              5.9                  0.9                                           

Rubber products                                 125.5      203.6         5.015              6.1                  7.7                     

Chemicals and products                     118.9      250.7        7.712               3.4                  3.6                                   

Petroleum refineries                           99.5       193.7          6.9                 147               7.56                                 

Cement and products                          118.2     278.5         8.98               1.9                  -3.4                                    

Basic metal and metal products         134.5     336.9         9.61                34.8               16.5                                                      

Electronical and electronic                 171.5     487.4         11.0                250.6             16.5                                                     

Machinery and appliances 

Transport equipment                          272.5     852.6          12.1                72.8               -5.4                                          

Others                                                 193.9     1705.8        24.39               6.7               -0.6                                       

   

Manufacturing                                   129.8      362.6           10.8              141.8               6.0                           
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Source: Osman Rani and Haflah Piei 1980 

In table one and two is clear that Malaysia regional developments focused on urban areas and 

industries. Also, all policy and planning even NPP affected by this policy making in regional 

scale in Malaysia especially in Electronically machinery (from 7 in 1973to 17.6 in 1986) the 

table shows a faster growth and at the same time there is a decrease or less increased in some 

other industries that they related to rural areas same as wood industry from 15.6 in 1973 to 5.7 in 

1986, rubber products from 8 in 1973to 7.5 in 1986. In fact, industry in urban areas with high 

income and better condition for living made rapid migration from rural areas toward urban areas 

1957=26.5(Ooi 1975), 19702=8.7, 1980=37.5, 1991=54.9 (Malaysia 1986); Malaysia (1996) 

TABLE 3: VALUE ADDED SHARES OF THE MANUFACTURING SECTOR 

(PERCENTAGE) 

 

Industry                                                      1973          1978               1983                 1986 

Food, beverage and tobacco                      17.2            15.8                16.2                  17.0 

Palm oil and palm kernel oil                       4.0              0.2                 8.2                    5.6 

Textile and wearing apparel                       5.2              7.9                5.5                    5.6 

Leather and footwear                                  0.1              0.1                 0.1                   0.2 

Wood and wood products,                         15.6             10.4              5.8                    5.7                       

Furniture and fixtures 

Paper and paper products,                         5.3                4.8                5.1                   5.1 

printing and publishing            

Chemical products                                     7.1                 5.7                5.9                   6.6 

Petroleum refineries                                 3.8                 3.3                 2.4                   3.5 

Rubber products                                        8.0                  9.9                6.5                   7.5 

Plastic products                                          1.6                 1.8               2.0                     2.2                         

Non-metallic mineral products                 4.9                  5.1               5.0                    3.8                     

Basic metal industries                                5.9                 3.1               5.2                     3.8                          

Fabricated metal products                         4.9                 3.8                4.1                    3.0                        
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Machinery                                                  3.3                  2.9               3.6                     2.3                       

Electrical machinery                                  7.3                  10.8             18.4                  17.6                         

Transport equipment                                 3.3                  3.0               5.1                     3.1                     

Others                                                        0.8                  1.3                1.8                     3.8                       

Note: Value added constant prices 

Source: Osman Rani and Haflah PIEI,1990:19 

Total manufacturing                            100.0              100.0             100.0              100.0                                        

In fact most of this activities and industries made urban economic more successful than rural 

economic. So, states and regions that their activities founded on agricultural activities were not 

more successful (East peninsular Malaysia) in compare to other places (west regions). In most of 

developing countries rural areas are too vulnerable and rural areas are less important for 

developing countries governments. Developing countries have reduced their commitment for 

several reasons. First, they view agriculture as declining sector, and therefore not important for 

development. This ignores the crucial role agriculture must play in the transition from an 

agrarian society to an urban-industrial one. Second, failing real food prices over the last two 

decades has led to complacency towards the agricultural sector. Complacency, in turn, has led to 

failure to develop the capacity to execute the complex reforms and programs required to achieve 

sustainable rural development. Third, the rural poor have little political voice. Because rural 

populations are communications and transportation infrastructure is often poor.                               

(McCalla et.la, 2010) 

REGIONAL PLANNING IN NATIONAL PHYSICAL PLAN (NPP) 

Since 1970 that Malaysia has experiencing NPP has been implementing by regional planning to 

tackle these disparities and imbalanced development in Malaysia. So, statics shows these policies 

were not successful when just few states developed (Wai 1992) and poor people become poorer 

and riches become richer and Selangore, Sabah, Terengganu, Penang were states that they have 

got high amount of GDP (MP5 and MP6) 4 shows amount of income between major ethnics 

between 1975 and 1979 increased but still we can see in all ethnic this income increasing is in 

urban areas (industry sector place). On the other hand, after NPP implementation total income 

decreased, because Malaysia at the same time experienced rapid urban growth when rate of 

urbanization in 1957=26.5(Ooi 1975), 19702=8.7, 1980=37.5, 1991=54.9 (Malaysia 1986); 

Malaysia (1996). 
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TABLE 4: INCOME INEQUITY IN PENINSULAR MALAYSIA 1957-79                              

(GINI COEFFICIENT) 

 

year 

 

All 

Malay 

Rural      Urban 

Chinese  

Rural   Urban  

Indian  

Rural   Urban 

1957/58 

1970 

1979 

0.449 

0.505 

0.493 

0.350      0.396 

0.442      0.460 

0.470 

0.413      0.454 

0.417      0.481 

0.473 

0.309    0.426 

0.384    0.531 

0.452 

Source: Ikemoto (1985) 

Mostly regional planning in countries that they have Federative system is not successful (Thome, 

2006). States authorities take all benefits under their own benefits whereas, regional planning do 

not have any authority and regional planning in Malaysia made conflict between national and 

state governments. For several times regional policy plans affected by states and national 

government ,federal state co-operation, however, is crucial as under the Constitution land and 

water are within purview of the state authorities. Not all aspects of the environment are 

adequately covered by the EQA, 1974 or the Environmental Quality (Amendment) Act, 1985. 

States powers make planning process difficult in Malaysia and regional planning mis-

implementation (sani 1992). In fact, state governments do not want to lose their land, water, soil, 

without their own benefit (Wai, 1992)( sani 1993). Still is not clear who and how is governing 

regional policies? With reference to the Town and Country Planning Act 1976 (Amendment) 

2001, A1129, Regional Plans are prepared for areas situated in two or more states where there 

are significant issues pertaining to cross border development. Each plan is prepared by an 

appointed Regional Planning Committee for the purpose of guiding and coordinating 

development within the relevant region. These plans will serve to assist the State Planning 

Committees and the local planning authorities within the region on appropriate development 

measures for the region that will optimise the use of infrastructure and social facilities, 

coordinate development, avoid duplication of investments and promote the conservation of 

natural resources. Regional Plans may also be prepared for the Conurbations identified in the 

NPP covering a number of local authority areas. (NPP,2005) 

In addition, soul of regional planning in NPP merely is economic and economic development but 

is not clear how can states get benefit of this economic development? For instance, Land and 

natural resources of the less developed 

Regions, which still remain not fully utilized, should be further used to increase the productivity 

of these regions and, therefore, help to reduce regional imbalances. Resource-based industries, 

forestry-based activities and industries, downstream agriculture-based activities, resort tourism, 

in particular eco-tourism, craft-based industries and other niche activities – in other words 

economic activities that are not subject to the same degree of global competition as the activities 

that are being attracted to the conurbations should be directed to the less developed regions 

(NPP2005). Role of economy in Malaysia regional planning has long story, the origin of 
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Malaysia regional economic development can be traced back to the Draft Development Plan of 

1950after experiencing the effects of the Second World War and uncertainty over the future of 

its two major export commodities, tin and rubber, the country was ready to begin planning for 

the development of its economy. ( Saleh, 2000). 

Also, NPP regional polices support urbanization and urban and economical development in 

certain areas (Peninsular Malaysia, Selangore, KL), Over the past few decades Peninsular 

Malaysia has been experiencing rapid urbanization with the proportion of the Peninsula 

population living in urban areas increasing from 26.7% in 1970 to 65.4% in 2000. Not only has 

the population shifted towards urban area but the urban population itself has also become 

concentrated into a small number of conurbations, namely the towns around Kuala Lumpur, 

George Town and Johor Bahru, These three conurbations combined account for almost 40.0% of 

the Peninsular population and is likely to increase to between half and three-quarters by 2020. 

(NPP, 2005) 

CONCLUSION 

A. Regional planning in Malaysia in traditional implementation and modern and for long or 

short term affected by economical concepts 

B. The most important in unsuccessful regional planning scenario in Malaysia is that in 

regional scale we do not have any authority to defense of regional planning and policies 

but in national and state levels we have “government” & “governing”.  

C. National government decided(president Abdullah,2005) to implement spatial dimension 

on NPP but regional as backbone of NPP has not had any Spatial dimension “regional 

spatial” or and so on 

D. Regional prosperities and developments depended on their amount of industrial activities 

(central region)  

E. Regional planning policies in Malaysia affected by the geopolitical and geo-economical 

in East Asia,(China, Indonesia, Singapore,) (NPP,MP8) 

F. Over concentration in KL area shows new cities around KL same as Putra Jaya is 

developing even faster than it metropolis (Kuala Lumpur) and not only Malaysia also 

rapider than other states and cities that they are far from KL area. (Malaysia Static web 

2010)( Martin et al , 2009) 

G. Regional planning policies are affected by land-use and urbanization policies from 

national scale. 

H. Regional policies in local scale is lost because of lack of expertise and funding ( Siware 

1991)(SANI 1992) 

I. In Malaysia regional planning policies force from up and unappreciable from 

bottom(NPP P.35) (Hamzah et la,2010) 
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