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Edison Schools’ San Francisco Rent Concession Sparks Hope Elsewhere

For-profit Edison Schools’ new agreement to pay rent on a San Francisco Unified School
District-owned site has given hope to York, Pa., school off icials, who are engaged in their own
heated dispute with Edison over rent.

Since York’s Lincoln-Edison Elementary School opened in fall 2000, the York City School
District has been embroiled in legal battles over whether Edison must pay rent on the district-
owned site.

“If they’re willing to pay rent in California to continue to operate there, then I think they should
pay rent to continue operations here in York,” York City School Board member Tom Foust told
the York Daily Record.

An Edison spokesperson told the Daily Record that the precedent was irrelevant  because the
Edison Charter Academy in San Francisco will now be operated under a state charter. The
San Francisco Unified School District severed ties with New York-based Edison Schools under
a compromise reached in June, after the district accused the company of violating its charter
and moved to revoke the contract. The agreement -- reached after Edison waged an
aggressive legal, public-relations and political-lobbying battle - allowed Edison to seek a
charter from the state board.

The original Edison charter with the San Francisco district provided the site rent-free. The
agreement to pay rent - though below market value -- represented a concession by Edison.

If Edison agreed to pay rent in York, “it would go a long way toward establishing a more
amicable relationship with the York City School District,” York City school board member
Jeffrey Kirkland commented to the Daily Record, “instead of just stonewalling us and saying
they don’t have to pay anything.”

Meanwhile, a parent at Edison Charter Academy told the San Francisco Independent
newspaper she plans to begin crusading to expand the elementary school to middle school
grades. 

Edison Schools’ new agreement with the San Francisco Unified School District included a
commitment not to seek expansion in San Francisco. It was unclear whether the parent - who
has often acted as spokeswoman for parents mobilized by the company to oppose the
district’s move against the charter - believed that Edison intends to defy the newly signed
agreement or whether she was speaking on her own.

And a newsletter posted on an Edison supporters’ website revealed Edison backers’  tactic of
contriving to obstruct and harass the San Francisco Board of Education, which oversees a
district educating 60,000 children. "Our strategy,” the site proclaimed, “is to innundate (sic) the
board with paperwork, hearings and administrative appeals.” 
 
Edison Charter Academy, though often mischaracterized by its supporters as a successful
school in a failing district, posts test scores significantly below San Francisco Unified



districtwide averages in every category.

##
Background:

Link to Edison Act ion website newsletter:

http://www.edisonaction.org/library/4-23-01.pdf

Districtwide STAR test score percentiles spring 2000
compared with Edison STAR test score percentiles spring 2000
(National percentile ranking for average student score)

Second grade
Districtwide: Reading 56 Math 65 Language 58 Spelling 61
Edison: Reading 33 Math 57 Language 22 Spelling 34

Third grade
Districtwide: Reading 46 Math 62 Language 54 Spelling 57
Edison: Reading 28 Math 41 Language 29 Spelling 28

Fourth grade
Districtwide: Reading 51 Math 56 Language 56  Spelling 56
Edison: Reading 30 Math 32 Language 33 Spelling 29

Fifth grade
Districtwide: Reading 47 Math 59 Language 53 Spelling 54
Edison: Reading 35 Math 49 Language 46 Spelling 41

Link to Edison scores:

http://star.cde.ca.gov/star2000f/reports/38/68478000/6040935158/01.html
Link to districtwide scores:
http://star.cde.ca.gov/star2000f/reports/38/68478000/01.html

York Daily Record article on rent dispute (the newspaper’s website is very difficult to link to, so
the entire article is reproduced here). 

The story below appeared in the York (Pa.) Daily Record on Saturday, July 14, 2001

Seeking Edison’s San Francisco treat
In a rent dispute, York wants something like the deal
the charter school company made on the West Coast.

By JOE HAINTHALER
Daily Record staff
A for-profit company’s agreement to pay for the right to operate in a public school building on
the West Coast won’t affect its fight against making any such  payments in York. That’s what
representatives of Edison Schools Inc. and the Lincoln-Edison Charter School Board said



Friday.

Late last month, the San Francisco Unified School District severed its ties with
Edison Schools Inc., the New York City-based company that also manages an
elementary school in York. 

Under an agreement with the San Francisco school district, Edison was sent to the state for its
charter, and the company will pay the district $355,200 per year for the use of a school
building it has occupied since 1998.

York City School Board member Tom Foust suggested that the San Francisco
agreement should mean something for the York charter elementary school, which has not paid
rent to the district since it took over operations of the former Lincoln Elementary School last
August. 

“If they’re willing to pay rent in California to continue to operate there,” Foust said, “then I think
they should pay rent to continue operations here in York.”

Blanche Fraser, Edison’s vice president for operations, took a different view
when asked if the rental agreement in San Francisco means anything here.

“No,” she said, “because when Edison was a district-issued charter school in San Francisco,
we didn’t pay rent,  and that is our position in York. .¤.¤. The only
reason we’re paying rent in California is because the charter shifted from district-
issued to state-issued.”

 Although all charters are issued by local school districts in Pennsylvania, the
York City School District had to be ordered to grant Lincoln-Edison’s charter after the board’s
denial of the school’s applicat ion was overturned by a state appeals panel last summer.

Jill Wynns, president of the San Francisco School Board, called the no-rent agreement
reached before she became president of the board “shocking.”

“The community and the school board had no knowledge of what was in the
agreement (between the district and Edison) before it was signed,” Wynns said.
Supt. Bill Rojas, who has since left the district, signed the agreement in 1998, and the
school board failed to challenge his right to do so on the district’s behalf, Wynns said. When
the board’s majority changed this year, the board’s approach to Edison changed, too, resulting
in both the rental agreement and the shift of the school’s charter to the state.

Both sides in the local fight over payments for the school building on West King Street have
filed suit in York County Common Pleas Court. The district seeks “fair market value” for the
building. The charter says it should pay nothing beyond costs such as utilities, insurance,
maintenance and snow removal.

Although the rent’s not free, Edison gets a much better deal in San Francisco
than it’s being offered in York. The San Francisco school board gave Edison
close to the same rate it offers nonprofit charter schools - 50 cents per square
foot each month. If applied in the York case, that would come to $300,000 in
annual rent for the building - less than half the $723,000 the district seeks,



based on a recent appraisal of the building’s rental value.

As has been the case for months, the presidents of the city and charter school
boards both made their cases on the matter, with each hinting that his side was
willing to talk. 

“I don’t think we should be paying them for educating public school students,”
the Rev. Oscar Rossum, head of the Lincoln-Edison Charter School Board, said. “I
don’t think that ’s fair to the people of the city. Still, things are negotiable, and I wish we could
come to terms.”
 
Jeffrey Kirkland, Rossum’s counterpart on the York City School Board, said he
hoped the San Francisco example could be followed in York.

“I think if they showed a willingness to pay some kind of fee for that building,” Kirkland said, “it
would go a long way toward establishing a more amicable relationship with the York City
School District, instead of just stonewalling us and saying they don’t have to pay anything.”

Reach Joe Hainthaler at 771-2089, (717) 783-2365 or jhainthaler@ydr.com. 
###


