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LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND COMMUNITIES COMMITTEE 

CALL FOR VIEWS ON THE NON-DOMESTIC RATES (SCOTLAND) BILL 

SUBMISSION FROM ANONYMOUS 

I write to express my concern at the proposed measures within this Bill to remove 
eligibility to claim charitable relief from non-domestic rates from mainstream 
independent school. In doing so I am writing in my capacity as a parent of three 
children in such a school and specifically the ramifications that this may have for 
their education. I am aware that much wider representations have been made by 
bodies such as the Scottish Council of Independent School but I have chosen not to 
regurgitate these here (although I support their points), restricting my representations 
to my own personal perspective. 

My wife and I have chosen to send our children to a modest private school because 
we believe, for them (two of them are dyslexic), this is the best educational option for 
them.  

I note in that much of the commentary regarding the proposed measures suggests 
that independent school families can afford to pay for increases in rates relief. How 
do the commentators know? Whilst I am sure many can, many also cannot. Contrary 
to popular belief not all people that privately educated their children are “rich”  – my 
wife and I both work and we don’t have foreign holidays, new cars or other “luxuries” 
in order to afford school fees. Of course this is a choice, however our finances will 
not bear the significant fee increase that this Bill will impose on our children’s school 
(I understand circa £500,000 pa) and we therefore may need to consider moving our 
children to the local High School. We know several other parents in a similar position 
and were this to happen the impact on the local education system would be 
significant and it would be counter productive as far as the Scottish taxpayer is 
concerned.  

I am aware of plenty modestly earning parents like us who do not privately educate 
their children. Unlike us they do not “contribute” to the resources available to finance 
the state sector, instead choosing to spend their disposable income inflating house 
prices around good state school, thereby buying access. 

We are concerned that the narrative surrounding this element of the Bill is 
addressing the government’s view that independent schools are “elitist” versus the 
“financially strapped” state schools. This is reinforced by the targeting of 50 
charitable bodies out of 24,000.  

We have no issue with reforming taxation to make it more fair but this, in our view, is 
too blunt an instrument and fails to address many of the inconsistencies and 
shortcomings of its implementation. 
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