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Mr Rakesh Mehta,

Commissioner, MCD

Sub: 
Media reports about property tax regime for schools

Ref:
WP 8954/2003

Sir,

On television yesterday you explained the proposed property tax regime that divides schools into categories labeled ‘public purpose’ (tuition fee less than Rs.50 pm), ‘utility’ (fee between Rs.50 and Rs.600 pm) and ‘commercial’ (fee over Rs.600 pm).

The category labels appear to me arbitrary and are certainly inconsistent with Master Plan land use categories. Under Delhi Development Act and its land policy all sites in Delhi, were acquired and are usable only for ‘public purpose’ of development according to Delhi Master Plan. Under the binding provisions of the Plan all school sites are usable only within the ambit of its schema that, in effect, operationalises the concept of Common School System set out in the Kothari Commission Report. 

The proposed tax regime, which effectively legitimizes duality in school education, is in conflict with Delhi Master Plan, which seeks to progressively universalise school education in pursuit of a Constitutional commitment. And insofar as ‘commercial’ use of school sites is not permissible, the proposed tax regime is in conflict with provisions of DD Act for misuse and seems to me quite akin to the policy being pursued for permitting commercial misuse of farmhouses against a fee. 

I am afraid I see no rationale in such pay-and-misuse approaches since revenues generated through them are incapable of compensating those aggrieved. For instance, a higher tax from ‘commercial’ schools is incapable of contributing towards securing common school entitlements of children in grossly inadequate ‘public purpose’ tented schools in, say, Holambi Kalan. And failure to implement there even assurances given in Courts about school children dislocated days before examinations demonstrates rather too clearly the hollowness of the cross-subsidy illusions being contrived.  

Perhaps your property tax regime for school sites is driven by some rationale more significant than the education / land use rationale that it defies. And perhaps you would like to clarify the same. 

Thanking you,

Yours sincerely
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