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The |ssue of fees in Nepal S pnvate schools has been mtensely contested

SHAK BAHADUR BUDHATHOKI

s he issue of private schoolé’ fee struc-
ture resurfaced again last year as pri-

sought to increase fees significantly.
The student wings of political pertles
protested the move that resulted in the
formation of a technical committee, based at
the Department of ‘Education, in April, to
explore scientific measures to fix fees ' in
private schools. The committee assessed the
existing policies on fee structure and sub-

mitted a draft to the Ministry of Education
proposing categories for private schools to
charge fees. Yet, the measures proposed
are not specific, precise or clear to address
the  issue  substantially. Thus, it is
difficult to assume that they will help solve
the problem.

- . In fact, the issue of fees in Nepal S pr1vate

schools has been intensely contested: In one
such instance, the Supreme Court issued a
verdict banning ‘private schools from
increasing fees for three years in -2012.

Hence, this is a continuing problem arising’

from various reasons partly related to inade-

quacies in the existing policies and regula-
tions and their poor” enforcement: The -
ambiguous role of the state in private educa-
tion also adds to the difficulty. Given this -
context, a genm.ne collaboration between the -
stakeholders in educatlon—government ;

private school operators, ‘student wings of
political parties, parents, ‘among” others—
could be the way ahead y

Policy and prachce i i

Amidst growing debate over pr1vate educa
tion, the government amended the éducation:
regulations in 2003 AD to determine and

the policy, School’ Clasmﬁcauon :and ‘Fees

Education Office would" class1fy “private
schools registered under comparty -act into,
A, B, C, and D categories based on the facili-
ties they provide. Specifically, schools -are

classified on the bases of physical facilities, -

management of teachers, responsibility- and
transparency, operation procedure, educa-
tional achievements and other achieve-
ments. Consequently, the monthly tuition,

annual, and admission fees should be fixed

based on the category the schools belong to.
However, this policy leaves out many other
bases for determining fees.

- =o:Theexisting policy provisionsforfeesare. |

hardly momtored regulated-and enforted~
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‘'vate school operators in the country -

~ many of the dlS-
- tricts. None of the
schools had posted.

_ regulations. A]l

4 For. instance, the then prlme ‘
'mmmter ‘asked them to pay five
-pereent education tax in 2012, but -
~they negotiated and paid only one
‘percent, which they  collected -

" pexus-with different stakeholders to lobby

~and negotiate'on their- behalf. As such, they

~influence . many: policy’ decisions. These
. stakeholders’ presence in Parliament is also
- significant at the moment. -

- also looks' a-bit, conﬂlctmg in the broader

- national: context:- Through policy amend-
regulate fees in private schools. Accordmg to

~“ate.as companies sinee 2003 AD, which was
Monitoring Committee located “in District -

- private schools and’ bla.mmg them for com-

fees in private schools: This shows an ambig-
_uous perspectwe of the state towards

i 1ts";|:m'p11catmns in ;pra.otacen "Henée; rany-of .«

in pr1vate schools. In 2011!12 I v151t-
ed major urban centers in d
nine districts, out of 3
which only intwo dis-
tricts—Kathmandu |
and Lalitpur—the . 7
private schools -~ "
were classified as
per the regulations.
Thus, how private
schools should
determine

fees rémains
unknown
when the very °
basis for that is
not executed in

Private school operators are reluctant
0 abide by the regulatory frameworks.
stance, the then prime minister
asked them to pay five percent
cation tax in 2012, but they
id.only one percent

its fee structure on
the notice board,
which is mandatory‘j
asperthe

these indicate poor
unplementatmn of
poh01es

In the meantlme,
private school opera-
tors are reluctant to. -
abide by the regula-
tory . frameworks.

directly from the parents. In fact,

pnvate school operators have a strong of them in society. If they fol-

low the policies, they will earn the
moral high ground to put forward their gen-
uine agendas. This will ultimately create a
better atmosphere in the education sector:
‘Similarly, new policies need to be intro-
duced as there are inadequacies in old ones.
For instance,-there are a lot of variations—

" the policies are only for the sake of policy;
“they have little to show for when it comesto
practice. Provisions: of “education regula-
tions are hardly implemented. This compels
" us to think about the limits of such policies
in making any difference in reality. Policies
need to have far-reaching implications' to

The role of:- ‘the state in prrtrate education

ments, pnvate schools are permitted to oper- how much should be charged for the meals

provided to students in private schools, and

an interesting turning point in the history there are many other such categories for

‘of private education. In a sense, this policy 'avert' future complications. charging fees left unaddressed. These loop-
arrangement ‘allows. private schools to do holes need to be bridged as early as possible
business legally. So restricting high fees in. ~ Way forward to avert untoward consequences in the

. To'overcome these persisting hurdles in the
mercialising education is'a bit contradicto- - . sector, the existing policies should be strong-
ry. However, the policies intend to regulate 1y enforced. Specifically, private schools
should be categorised as per the regulations
to allow them to charge fees based on the
facilities they provide.

“The- other urgent need is that private
school operators should genuinely cooperate

days ahead.

private education in terms of the extent to
which private schools should be regulated.

In the name of regulation, it is impossible to
this sector.

The policy formulatmns for educatmn are -
mostly influenced by power dynamics
among stakeholders. However, the state with and abide by government regulations. .
often seems to resolve issues temporarily by . In.the past, they have been hesitant to com-.
amendmgﬁe::pu]mne;swdheuﬁhmhmg-ofw - ply with the existing regulatory ftameworks:
~ Such acts :of.schocliopérafors are fikelytold D
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can hardly be left unregulated. So, the most
appropriate way ahead is to strike a balance
between the two extremes.
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as explored by the technical committee—in

Finally, the state should be clear about

have complete control over them, while they

PRI AR L ' e S SRR Rt e e ———yas

create negative impression
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