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LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND COMMUNITIES COMMITTEE  

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

SUBMISSION FROM ANONYMOUS 

Dear Sir / Madam, 

I am writing in regard to the call for written evidence with regards to the Non-Domestic 

Rates (Scotland) Bill. 

I find the evidence for the bill is poorly formed and does not take into account all of the 
evidences available in making such an important change to the independent schooling 
system in Scotland. This is a significant change that will effect many parents and 
children in Scotland; not just within the independent school system, but most notably 
outside of the system and across the country as a whole. 

I find the financial impact of the bill is not representative to the total impact of removing 
charity relief, as a consequence of this removal will surely be more pupils ending up 
in the state schooling system. As a consequence of this, with an estimated loss of 1 in 
30 pupils from the independent sector – either to the state sector or boarding pupils 
locating elsewhere – the cost to the Scottish taxpayer would be more than the entire 
rates increase proposed by the Bill. There is no reference of this at all in the Financial 
Memorandum, which the Call for Evidence seeks views on.  

Additionally the Bill’s policy memorandum, in reference to rating of sports clubs, 
mentions the Scottish Government’s policy to continue to support and encourage local 
authorities to support, affordable community based facilities that give people the 
chance to take part in sporting activities thus contributing to (amongst other aims 
around an active Scotland) the Scottish Government aim to cut physical inactivity in 
adults and teenagers by 15% by 2030. Despite this policy priority, no consideration 
has been made of the impact on independent school sports facilities and their access 
by the wider community.  

I would also like to directly address the question of affordability raised in the bill. I am 
myself am fortunate enough to be able to afford sending my one child to an 
independent school; a chance that I did not have myself having grown up in a Scottish 
Working-Class family and having attended both state primary and secondary schools. 
The assumption that families can afford to pay for the proposed changes the bill wishes 
to bring in are simply incorrect. A lot of families; ours included; would be severely 
impacted by the change and may not be able to continue sending our child to 
independent school if this change is made.  

I also find that no consideration is made in any documentation, nor the Financial 
Memorandum, of the differing impact on different sizes of school. Large schools on a 
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compact site may have a lower rateable value per pupil educated on site than a 
smaller, residential school.  
 
No consideration has been made that those on substantial means-tested fee 
assistance, of 80 or 100%, will also be affected by an increase of fees caused by an 
increase in the school rates exposure.  
 
No reference is made to the knock-on effect that a fivefold rates rise will have on 
community partners and others that uses school premises, facilities and resources –
music teaching and rehearsal space, careers events, sports coaching or facilities, 
other leisure, social or community activities. If independent schools are charged non-
domestic rates at the same level as commercial bodies, it will be hard for them to avoid 
charging out facilities at similar commercial rates.  
 
I find that this bill is one sided and does not take into account the substantial benefits 
that independent schools contribute both to their local communities and the wider 
Scottish population and economy. Without Scottish independent schools there may 
not have been the ground breaking inventions of Logie Baird, Maxwell, Napier or 
Dewar; the literary genius of Robert Louis Stevenson or the sporting victories of 
Doddie Weir and Heather Stanning. I urge you to re-consider this bill and the effects it 
will have on the many, not just the few it wrongly focuses on. 
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