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Overseas 'Students

SIR,--The Government's decision to raise
overseas students' fees is likely to have far-
reaching effects on British universities and
on British medicine.
An increase from £70 to £250 per year will

prove disastrous to the very large number of
overseas students relying on private resources
for their fees. Estimates of the number
affected vary, but it seems likely that at least
11,000 privately financed students will be
faced with an increase in their fees of a
magnitude usually limited to economists'
nightmares. The suggested annual increment
of £50 in each successive year during the rest
of their course for students already studying
in Britain will obviously inflict particularly
severe hardship on medical students, with
their already long and expensive course.
When the student is only able to be here
because of great sacrifices being made by his
parents or even by his home village, what
right have we to demand yet greater sacri-
fices ? It has been pointed out that the
increase in fees is equivalent to about six
months' worth of food for a family in a
developing country.

Even from a purely selfish point of view, it
is hard to reconcile this policy of open
financial hostility to the overseas student,
under- or postgraduate, with a N.H.S. which
relies on a hospital junior staff of which about
50% are from overseas.

For many years now Britain has had the
privilege of having a number of overseas
students in her universities. All students have
benefited from the cosmopolitan nature of
their student community. Postgraduate over-
seas students have played a valuable part in
teaching and we have in our universities the
cream of the student body from a number of
countries.
The estimates bandied about from time to

time by various Government spokesmen of
the cost per student of training are never
supported by full details of how these figures
are arrived at ; it is obviously unfair to merely
divide the cost of running the medical schools
by the number of students. Much of the
expense involved in running a medical school
is not related to teaching, while the various
services performed by students for the hos-
pitals have never been evaluated.

I would draw your attention to the fact that
at the recent Annual General Meeting of the
British Medical Students' Association in
Belfast, it was resolved that the B.M.S.A.
deplores the Government decision to increase
fees for foreign medical students. This pro-
posal, which has aroused the most vehement
criticism from students and academic authori-

ties throughout the British Isles, is carefully
designed to destroy British aid in its most
valuable and most inexpensive form. We face
the fact that Britain no longer leads the world
in most spheres of activity, but there is no
need for her to wantonly destroy one of her
greatest remaining spheres of influence by
introducing this form of intellectual apartheid.
-I am, etc.,

MICHAEL A. SIMPSON,
Vice-president,

British Medical Students Association.
Guy's Hospital Medical School,
London S.E.I.

Student Selection
SIR,-The recent anti-discipline demon-

strations at the London School of Economics
have attracted widespread publicity to cur-
rent student behaviour. But I think far
more disturbing is a report' that some students
at the University of Sussex have been habitu-
ally stealing books from the University book-
shop; indeed, a convicted student stated that
she had been influenced by seeing others
stealing books and had done the same. It
is of course understandable that the public
should be concerned. Taxpayers' money is
spent on student grants, and students are
being trained to be influential members of
the community.
As a general practitioner I meet many

students; most are extremely likable and
responsible young people who deplore
unethical activities. Now if is becoming
increasingly competitive to gain university
entrance; selection appears to be based
largely on examination ability and little
attention is paid to such qualities as moral
integrity and purpose.

I feel that the small number of students
who are prepared to tolerate theft have been
wrongly selected. I cannot suggest that the
remedy is a simple one, but it should be
possible for psychiatrists to devise psycho-
logical tests which would at least attempt to
detect potential offenders among applicants.
I suggest that a specially appointed psychia-
trist could be of great value to a university
not only in the selection of students but for
consultation by them over matters of psycho-
logical difficulty. Also, some teaching in
moral standards would seem essential at the
present day; here the co-operation of a
psychiatrist with the university chaplain
could be of great benefit.-I am, etc.,

Bristol. A. P. RADFORD.
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Hospital Staff Representation

SIR,-The report of the Central Con-
sultants and Specialists meeting of 2 March
(Supplement, 18 March, p. 74) reads, "The
changes in its own constitution approved by
the C.C. and S. include . . ." (My italics.)
This gives an impression of dynastic ambi-
tions, however innocent the committtee is of
any such intent. The present committee is
about to undertake, through its majority
representation on the new Negotiating Sub-
committee, a function for which it was not
primarily elected: that of negotiation with the
Health Departments, hitherto a responsibility
of the Joint Consultants Committee.

The Secretary in the same report (p. 76)
did not mince his words when he pointed out,
" What a considerable victory they had won.
Up to a year ago . . . the (C.C. and S.)
Committee had no real say in what it (the
J.C.C.) was doing at all. Now the Joint Con-
sultants Committee . . . was being asked to
abrogate many of its powers to the C.C.
and S. Committee." He went on to say:
" In practice the C.C. and S. Committee
directed the composition of the Negotiat-
ing Committee, and if it did not like it
the remedy was to change that com-
position."

No clearer warning could have been given
that the constitution of the C.C. and S.
Committee is at once a matter of urgent con-
cern to every consultant and hospital doctor.
It is for this reason that I submit the proper
course is for the matter to be referred back
to its constituents for debate, so that recom-
mendations may be put forward via their
elected representatives. Certainly, changes
are necessary in a cumbersome constitution
which has developed in an ad hoc manner,
and is insufficiently buttressed with demo-
cratic safeguards for its future role.-I am,
etc.,
Ipswich and East Suffolk J. W. PAULLEY.

Hospital,
Ipswich, Suffolk.

Financing the Health Service

SIR,-Dr. D. Gardner-Medwin's letter (1
April, p. 56) makes a valuable contribution
to this subject by introducing it.
A supremely simple and thoroughly tried

method of financing the Health Service has
been too long neglected in Britain. It might
be described as " Patient-Payment," but
lest the term offend your correspondent let
me at once explain that it is never necessary
for the payment to be made " at the time of
illness."

Anyone adopting this method may readily
arrange for the accumulation of a sickness-
fund by the exercise of thrift in the years of
health, or for the regular payment of small
sums at convenient intervals after recovery.
Depending on the nature of the service
rendered payment is made to the doctor, the
chemist, or the hospital.

Should Dr. Gardner-Medwin be interested
in learning more of this admirable self-
reliant system he may care to read the vivid
paper "National or Personal Health
Service ?" written by a professional econo-
mist,' or to ask an Australian.-I am, etc.,

Edinburgh. TERENCE MICHAEL.

REFERENCE
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Plebiscite

SIR,-We are gravely disturbed that in the
plebiscite on Payments for Special Experi-
ence we are asked at this stage to vote on
the principle of these awards. The principle
has been under discussion for years, but now,
very recently, we have had a Working Party
give a Report (11 February, Supplement, p.
39) on how these awards could be imple-
mented.
At this stage, therefore, any vote must be

assumed to have been influenced by this
Report, and any vote in favour of these
awards to mean that the voter favours their
implementation on the lines of the Report.
Surely the G.M.S. Committee must agree
with this view, but should they not do so, we
are convinced that all the politicians and the
gentlemen at the Elephant and Castle most
certainly will do so.
We have always felt that there was some

place for such awards, if the practical diffi-
culties could be overcome, and, therefore,
could be assumed to be in favour of the
principle of them. To vote in favour of the
principle now would be to play straight into
the hands of the politicians, and it is there-
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