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PERSONAL VIEW
In Norway we have a scheme for financing university
students which is a compromise between government
resources and student demands. In the present era of student

activism, it is, in fact, a fairly hot political issue. The scheme
is organized by a special financial agency run by the govern-
ment and the main source of financial help consists of loans.
These are supposed to cover the students' strictly necessary
expenses, but not a penny more. As a result there is a con-
stant debate going on between the government agency and
the student organizations about the basic needs of the

average student.

* * *

In 1968-69 about 80% of Norwegian medical students were

awarded loans, averaging about £275. The maximum annual
loan has recently been raised to £500, and the average
student graduating in 1970 is likely to be in debt to the tune
of C1,700. The loans are far more favourable than those from
an ordinary bank and no security is required. The student is

exempt from paying interest until he has finished his educa-
tion; from then on, a rebate of 4.75 % per annum is added.
The loan has to be paid back in about 15 years, but to some
exter t this depends on his expected income. Again, for the

average student, this amounts to £75 twice a year, which may
be hard for young people recently married and struggling
with payments on houses, cars, and so on. In cases of serious
illness or other incapacitating circumstances the student may
apply for a remission of the loan, while if he dies remission
automatically takes place.
The size of the loan is restricted by the income of the

student's parents (or spouse); the higher the income, the
smaller the loan. This restriction is quite unpopular with the
students (and their parents too), as often it makes young men
and women dependent on their parents until they are 25
years or over, even though they are married. Probably this
system will be abolished within two or three years.
As well as loans, grants of £110 a year are given to all

students who live away from their parents' home (and this
means most of them), provided their own income is not too
large. To renew his annual loan and grant the student has to
prove every year that he has completed a reasonable number
of courses and passed his examinations. If he fails to do so
both loan and grant are very likely to be stopped-but an

exception is made if the student has been ill. Many students
feel that this system is a real threat to their intellectual
freedom, the strict requirements making the university into a
mere assembly line for the effective production of graduates.
On the other hand, the rest of society does not want to have
its resources wasted.

* * *

An additional scheme for medical students has been
introduced to stimulate young medical graduates to work in
remote areas where doctors are scarce-in particular the
northern part of Norway. A grant of £220 a year is given to
the student during the last three years of medical school on
the condition that when graduated he agrees to work for two
years in any area determined by our national health service.
But only about five or six students apply for this grant every
year. Few want to lose their freedom of choice, and, besides,
this grant is fairly small compared to what one can earn
working in hospitals. On the whole, medical students are

privileged in having easy access to well-paid hospital jobs,
particularly during vacations. No matter how good the
government-organized financial scheme may become in the
future medical students are likely to continue taking part-time
jobs tomraise their standard of living.

The aim of our scheme is to enable all students-regardless
of their economic background-to go through university
without any financial problems to interfere with their studies.
In general this goal is achieved, though many students con-
sider the rates too low. Though the advantage of making the
students pay back most of the money seems obvious to a gov-
ernment with perennial financial problems, the saving is
smaller than one would believe. After all most of the students
graduate to jobs directly or indirectly paid by common
national resources. So to enable them to pay back the loans
their wages have to be correspondingly higher. But one pos-
sible advantage may be in increasing the students' effec-
tiveness, the fact of having to pay back most of the money
making them work harder. I find it difficult to evaluate the
reliability of this argument, since in Norway the student has
to display evidence of his effectiveness before he can obtain a
loan in the first place. At any rate, surely the student's intrin-
sic motivation is more important (and valuable) than the
extrinsic one?
The disadvantage of the present scheme to the students is,

of course, obvious. The loan has to be paid back during the
early years of marriage, at the time when one's income is
lowest and one's expenses relatively high-thus adding extra
strain to an already stressed financial situation.
During my own years in medical school I must admit shar-

ing the general student dislike of the present scheme. I have
in fact grossly simplified a set of rules which have become so
complicated that probably the details are known only to a
few people. In reality the student financing agency has
expanded into a huge bureaucratic organization. Approaching
this large and impersonal agency-in an attempt to influence
the outcome of my applications for loans and grants-I felt
alternately helpless and furious. My position was typical; I
never got a chance to talk to the person handling my case,
and I had no possibility of influencing the rules, which
ultimately controlled the success of my applications. One
might indeed wonder how much money could be saved every
year just by simplifying the rules and cutting down the size
of the student financing agency. Certainly, life would then
become easier for the students.

* * *

Having recently finished medical school and started to
work as an intern, I have far more working hours a week on
average than the general population. As I very much enjoy
my work I don't regret this. Even so I am tempted to suggest
that society would be getting its money's worth back even if I
did not pay back my loan.

In my opinion, studying should be considered work-to the
ultimate good of society-and thus worth payment in the
same way as other work. Possibly this might also tend to
increase the students' sense of responsibility to the rest of the
population. Like others receiving payment for their work they
will have to accept some degree of control of their achieve-
ments as a condition for obtaining wages, grants, or whatever
one would prefer to call their financial help. On the other
hand, to preserve the essential quality of a free university the
students' freedom must not be too heavily curtailed.

* * *

The current wave of student unrest, sweeping over most of
the world, has not left Norway untouched. Though only a
minority of the students seem to be really active, obviously
students at large are becoming increasingly unpopular with
the public. So that while launching increasing demands for
better conditions they are, at the same time, clearly putting
themselves in a less than ideal bargaining position.

FiNN WISL4FF.
Nordbyhagen, Norway.
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