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Amendm'ent of the whole '
‘ . in committee. 9/21/11 g
FILE NO. 110900 | ORDINANCE NO.

R s

[Administrati\(e Code.-: Fiiin Fees and Rebate Program]

| | Ordinance amending the San Francisco Administrative Code Sections 57. 5and 57.8 to:

1) decrease filming fees for smailer—budget productlons 2) include documentary films,

docudrain"a ’flims and "reality" programmlng among eliglble productions for the Film

Rebate Program 3) exempt productlons by nonprofit entities public service

announcements, and quaiifymg student productions from film- fees; and 4) make

en\rironmentai findings. |
NOTE: ~Additions are Szngle underlme zz‘alzcs szes‘ New Roman;,

deletions are
Board amendment additions are double—underlined

Board amendment deletlons are stni@ethreugh—nermai |

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco:

Section 1. Flndlngs The Planning Department has determined that the actions

|.contemplated in this Ordinance are in compliance with the Cailtornia Envnronmental Quality
| Act (California Public Resources Code section 21000 et seq. ). Said determinatiOn isonfile

with the Clerk of the Board of Superwsors in File No. 110900 and is mcorporated herein by

reference

Section 2. The San Francisco Administrative Code is hereby amended by amending

Sections 57.5 and 57.8, to read as follows:

SEC. 57.5. AUTHORIZAT[ON TO ENTER INTO USE CONTRACTS AND COORDINATE

|cITY DEPARTMENTS.REGARDING FILM COMPANIES; CONSENT OF RELEVANT

DEPARTMENTS; COST RECOVERY; SlDE\.NALK'CLOSURE AND POSTING.
(a) Use Contracts; Deposit of Funds._ The Executive Director may enter into use

contracts with organizations seeking to engage in film production. The Executive Director -

- - |lshall be the sole City representative authorized fo negotiate use contracts. Such VC‘ontracts
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shall, at a minimum, provide for the full recovery of costs incurred by the various City

departments in provndrng the use of City employees equrpment and rental facilities or rental

properties. Fundsto relmburse C|ty departments for costs rncurred by those departments for
the deployment of personnel or equrpment or use of rental facrlrtres or rental propertles shall

be pald dlrectly to those departments for deposﬁ subject to the budget and flscal provnsrons of |

' the Charter

, (b) Consent of Departments or Mayor.- Where frlm productron is to take place on
property under the jurisdiction of Crty departments the Executrve Drrectors permrssron to.use
such property is subject to the consent of the department head or his or her desrgnee or the
Mayor or Mayor's designee. . |

| (c)  Schedule of Costs In addltlon to the rermbursement of Crty departments for the -
costs rncurred by those departments in déploying personnel or equrpment the Film.

Commlssron may, consistent with Charter Section 2.109, charge daily use fees to film

| companres seeking to engage in film productlon Untrl a new schedule of use fees is approved

by the Board of SupeerSOfS the use fees effective Januarv I, 2012 are as follows:

(1) Still photographv $1 00 d day,

(2) A commerczal, corporate media, industrial media, video, short subject, or web

- video: $200 a day,

(3) A televzszon series, movie, pzlot or documentary

(A) F or a productzon wzth a budget of less than $500 000: $1 00 a dav

(B ) Fora productwn wzth a budget of $500,000 or greater: $300 a dav. |

Public service announcemen_ts, qualifying student productions, and productions created by entities that

. are tax-exempt under secﬁo'n 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revue Code are exempt from the above-listed

-use jees. tHre+

Supervisor Farrelt ' , T ]
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revenue generated by such use fe'es shall be' deposited in the .San Francisco Film Production
Fund. | | | |

(d) 'Stdewalk Closures and Sig‘n-Posttng. The Film Commi'ssi.on may reqdire that. |
film compantes use C.ity, personnel or City-approved vendors to post ‘notic_e of the closure of

City streets and sidewalks for film production, and may establ-ish minimum sign-posting

'reqwrements Notwithstanding anythlng to the contrary in Sectron 724 of the Public Works |

"Code, the Executlve Director may authorize the temporary occupancy of public SIdewalks for -

film production, wnth the consent of the Department ot Public Works, subject to all

» requtrements and condltlons of the Department of Public Works and Department of Parkmg

and Traffic. - Street closures for film production shall be governed by applicable provisions of

-the Traffic Code ,

SEC. 57.8. FILM REBATE PROGRAM

(a) ~ Purpose. The purpose of the Film Rebate Program is to increase the number of

: .d'ualified film productions being made in San Francisco,‘.increase the number of City residents .

employed in the flmmaking industry, and"encourage the resulting economic benefits to

mcreased fllmmakmg in San FranCIsco

(b) Detmltlons As used in this Sectlon the followmg terms shall have the tollowmg

‘meanings:

(1)  “Principal photography" means the time period and phase of film

‘production during which the main photography occurs

2). | “Quahfled Iow—budget film productton" means afeature -length film,

documentary film, docudrama film, television film, television pilot, “reality” program or each

episode of a television series, regardless of the medium used to create or convey it, that is=& |

produced by a film company that expends at least 55 percent of the total principal

| photography days exclusively in the City and & has a total budget of no more than

Supervisor Farrell : : S
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, .$3 OOO 000. - “Qualified -low—budget film production" shall not include: (i) a dee%eﬁfa-iﬁy

filmsnews or current affairs program interview or talk program rnstructlonal film or program,
film or program conS|strng pnmanly of stock footage sporting event or sportlng program
game show award ceremony, fllm or program rntended pnmanly for industrial, corporate or
institutional end- -users, fundraising f|lm or program commercials, or music VldeOS,—,G-IL—i-ea-l-l-iy—
pmgram or (ii) a productlon for WhiCh records are required under Title 18 United States Code
Sectlon 2257‘ to be maintained with respect to any performer in.such productlon

(3) - "Quallfled film production” means a feature -length film, documentary film,

) docudrama ﬁlm television film, telewsxon prlot “reality” prograrm, O each eprsode of a teleVISIon

-series, regardless. of the medrum used to create or convey |t that is created by a film

company that expends at least 65 percent of the total pnnCIpal photography days exclusively

in the Clty "Quallfled film production” shall not'include: (i) a—deewmenraﬁﬁ%a— news or current |

affalrs program mtervrew or talk program mstructlonal film or program, film or program

consisting primarily of stock footage, sportlng event or sportlng program, game show, award

ceremony, film or program intended primarily for industrial, corporate or institutional end-

users, fundraising film or program, commercials, or music videos,—'e#frcea#tyipmgmm;or (i) a

| production for which records are required under Title 18 United States Code..Section 2257, to

be maintained with respect to any performer' in such production
| (4:)‘ | “Qualrfred productlon cost," means the foIIowmg expenses ofa qualifled
Iow—budget film productlon ora qualrfred film productlon , |
- (A)  Any taxes, wrth the exception of hotel or sales taxes, paid to the

City, or any of its constituent departments, the proceeds of which are placed in the general’

-fund;
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-(B) Any moneys paid to the Clty or any of lts constituent departments
for the use of Crty property, equrpment or employees other than pollce services as descnbed
in Chapter 10B of this Administrative Code except as authorlzed in subsection (D) below;

(O Any'dally use fees charged by the Film Commission, pursuant to
Section 57. 5 of the Admlnlstratrve Code to engage in film productlon in the City; and

(D)  Police services as described in Chapter 10B of this Admrnlstratrve

| Code, provided that the such services do not exceed 4 Police Officers per day for a total of 12

' hours maximum per day per officer.

(c) Rebate Program.

6] Allowance of Rebate A quallfled low-budget film productron or qualrfled

| film productron that pays qualrfred production costs shall be entltled to a rebate to be

calculated as provrded herern provrded that the quallfled production has entered into a first
source hlnng agreement with the City that demonstrates good faith efforts to hlre economrcally

dlsadvantaged individuals referred by the San Francisco Workforce Development System to

~work for the qualified productlon Good faith efforts shall include, at a minimum, consultrng

with the FSHA for the purpose of preparing a list of posrtrons for Wthh rndwrduals referred by

| the City might qualify, providing that list to the FSHA at least two weeks prior to the first day of

shooting, and documenting efforts to contact and lntervlew job candidates-referred by the City

to fill the posrtlons listed.

' (2) Amount of Flebate The City shall pay one dollar for each dollar the
guallfled low budget film production or qualified film production pald in qualified production
cost not to exceed $1 .8 million dollars by June 30, 2012 The rebate shall be pard from the
fund into Wthh the qualrfred productlon cost was originally deposrted In no event shall the
amount of any rebate paid after April 1, 2009 exceed $600,000.00. The rebate shall not be

paid from funds dedicated under bond or other legal flnancrng covenants. Rebates paid under

Supervrsor Farrell - : , .
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this Ordinance shall be paid only to those qualified film productions whose filming commenced '

.on or after the effectlve date of thls Ordinance.

-(3) lmplementatlon After holding a public hearing, the Executive Dlrector of

the Fllm Commrssnon in consultation with the Controller, shall promulgate rules and

" || regulations to establlsh the procedures for |mplementat|on of the Film Rebate Progra_m._ Such

“rules shall include provisions describing the appllcation process the'standards used to’

evaluate the appllcatlons the documentatlon that will be requred to substantlate the amount

of the rebate the appeal process and any such other prov15lons as deemed necessary and

‘ appropnate to carry out the Film Rebate Program.

(d) Reports The Executive Dlrector shall report annually to the Board of

' Supervisors on the lmplementatlon of the Film Rebate Program The report shall include a list

of each qualified fllm productlon resrdency of employees and the total of quallfled productlon
costs submltted and paid to each film productlon Annually for the first three years after
enactment of this Ordlnance ‘the Controller shall perform an assessment and review of the
effect of the Fllm Flebate Program Based on such assessment and review, the Controller '
shall prepare and submlt an analyS|s to the Board of Supervrsors The. Analy3|s shall be
based on criteria deemed relevant by the Controller, and may include but is not limited to data |

contained in the annual reports to the Board of Supervlsors submitted ‘by the“Dir.ector of the

| Film Commlssmn

J&b! By December31 2011; the Fllm CommISSlon worklno Wlth the

Controllers Offlce! shall submlt a report to the Board of Sugerwsors on the results of the Fllm
Rebate Program! addressmg the oblectlves of the Program The regort should include a list of -
all film Ql’OdUCthl’l companies that have had permits with the Film Commlssmm the number of
guallfled film Ql’OdUC’[lOﬂS! the number of San Francnsco reS|dents emgloxed on suchfilm =
groduc'tlons! verification of the number of [obs and the salarles paid to economlcalll
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disad\'/ahtaged San Francisco residents hired through the City's Workforce Development -

Il Program. the amount of the rebates paid to the film production companies. and the overall

economic rmgact from the City's Film Rebate Program

'(e) - The Fllm Rebate Program shall expire on June 30, 2012 unless extended by
ordrnance if the Film Rebate Program is not extended, the Crty Attorney. shall cause thrs
Section to be removed from future edrtrons of the San Francisco I\/lunrcrpal Code without

further aotron of the Board

Section 3. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 "days from the
date of passage. |

APPROVED AS TO FORM: ,
DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney

M Jhoer

ADINE VARAH
- Deputy City Attorney
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FILE NO. 110300

LEGISLATIVE DIGEST

[Administrative Code - F’ilm Fees and Rebate Program]

Ordinance amending the San Francisco Administrative Code Sections 57.5 and 57.8 to:
1) decrease filming fees for smaller-budget productions; 2) include documentary films,
docudrama films, and “reality” programming among eligible productlons for the Film

Rebate Program 3) exempt productions by nonprofit entities, public service
announcements, and qualifying student productions from fllm fees; and 4) make
enwronmental findings.

Ex1stmg Law

Under San FranCIsco Admlnlstratlve Code Section 57 5, the Film Commission charges dally
use fees to film companies seeking to engage in film produotlon ‘The Board of Superwsors S
has ratified the non-codified Film Commission fee schedule as follows: $100 a day for still -

- photegraphy; $200 a day for a commercial, corporate media, industrial media, video, short-
subject, or web video; and $300 a day for a television series, movie, pilot, or documentary.
The current fee structure applies these fees to all production companies regardless of thelr
budget with the exception of the productions for nonproflt entities, public serwce .
announcements and student produotlons o

Under San FranCIsco Admlnlstratlve Code Sectlon 57.8, the Film Rebate Program, WhICh '
provides City rebates for certain film productions (i.e., feature length films, television series) to -
encourage filming in San Francisco, does not currently extend to any documentary f|Im
docudrama, or “reallty” programmlng

Amendments to Current Law ,

-The proposed Ordlnance decreases film use fees to $100 a day for productlons with- budgets

- less than $500,000 for the filming of any.commercial, corporate media, industrial media,
video, short subject, or web video. The Ordinance also codifi ies the remainder of the eXIstlng
fee schedule and exemptlons

" The Ordina'nce-extends the Film Rebate Program to include documentary films, docudrama
films, and “reality” programs. The Ordihance also requires the Film Commission to issue a
report o the Board of Supervisors regardlng the results of the Fllm Rebate Program by
December 31 2011 _

Bacquound Informatlon

This Ordlnance is intended to encourage smaller productlons documentary fllms docudrama
films, and “reality” programming to film in San Francisco by making filming more affordable.

Supervisor Farrell -~ . o ' Page1 -
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BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING ’ " SEPTEMBER 21, 2011

Items'1
Files 11-0900

Department(s)
San Francisco Film CommISSIon

Leglslatlve Objectlve

e The proposed-ordinance would amend San Francisco Administrative Code Sections 57 5 and
57.8 to (a) codify the existing daily use fees charged by the City’s Film Commission to film
production companies; (b) reduce the daily use fee charged by the Film Commission to film
production companies, producing movies, pilots, television series, and documentaries, that have
a production budget of less than $500,000 by $200 per day, from $300 per day to $100 per day;
and (¢) extend eligibility for the Fllm Rebate Program to documentaries, docudramas, and

’ reahty programs.

Key Pomts )

e -The City’s Film Comrmssron {(a) issues permits to film production companies which ﬁlm in San |
Francisco. and (b) charges such companies a fee of $300 per day for television series, movies,
. television p]lOtS or documentaries. Under the proposed ordinance, film production companies
“producing movies, pilots, television series, and documentaries, that have a budget of $500,000
or more, would continue to pay fees of $300 per day, while those with budgets of less than
$500,000 would pay fees of $100 per day rather than the current fee of $3 00 per day, a $200
per day reduction. |

- | » In addition, the Film Commission administers the Frlm Rebate Program Under the Frlm Rebate
Program, presently the Film Commission rebates up to 100 percent of qualified costs incurred
by film productron companies and paid to the City. Qualified - costs include taxes, other than
hotel or sales taxes; City departments’ costs for use of department ‘property, equipment, or |

,employees time; or police officers’ costs. Such costs are rebated to qualified film productlon
companies, which produce feature length films, television-movies or series, episodes in a series,
or television pilots, if a majority of film days are in San Francisco, and the film production
company makes good faith efforts to hire- eoonormcally disadvantaged San Francisco residents.

e Under the proposed ordinance, eligibility for the Film Rebate Program would also be extended
to film production companies, Whrch produce documentarles docudramas and reality
programs.

o Under the Administrative Code, the Fllm Cornrmssmn is requlred to. submlt an annual report on
the Film Rebate Program to the Board of Supervisors. Also, the Controller was required to
conduct an annual assessment of the Film Rebate Program for the first three years of the
program and submit a report to the Board of Supervisors in or after 2009. Prior to the report
submitted by the Film Commission to the Board of Supervisors in August 2011, the Film
Commission could not find any previous annual reports on the Film Rebate Program submitted
to the Board of Supervisors. The Controller’s Office has not conducted an assessment and
review of the Film Rebate Program.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS _ : BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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BUDGETAND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING - - . ‘ SEPTEMBER 21,2011

Fiscal Impact

e Based on estimates provided by Ms. Susannah Greason Robbins, Film Commission Executive
Director, reducing the. daily use fees charged to film production companies, which produce,
television series, movies, television pilots, or documentaries and have a budget of less than
$500,000, by $200.per day, from $300 to $100 per day, would reduce City revenues by
approximately $1,467 per year. Ms. Greason Robbins states that the Film Commission is
proposing such a reduction in daily use fees in order to collect revenue from film production
companies that are currently filming in San Francisco but that have not obtained a permit
from the Film Commission and are not paying daily use fees to the City. Ms. Greason
Robbins believes that many of these film productions would pay daily use fees if the fee
amounts were reduced. However, Ms. Gteason Robbins was not able to estimate the amount
of the potential increased revenues to the City as aresult of the proposed fee reduction.

o Under the proposed ordinance, eligibility for the Film Rebate Program would be extended to
| film production companies -producing documentaries, docudramas, and reality program
productions. Because the Film Commission does not track the number of such productions that
would be eligible for the Film Rebate Program under the proposed ordinance, neither Ms.
Greason Robbins nor the Budget and Legislative Analyst can estimate the fiscal impact to the
City of rebating costs, incurred by film production companies which are paid to the City.
However, under the Administrative Code, the total amount of all rebates from the indeption of
the Film Rebate Program in 2006, through the existing expiration date of the Film Rebate

. - Program, -which is June 30, 2012, may not exceed $1,800,000. According to Ms. Greason
Robbins, from 2006 to September 8, 2011, eight film production companies have received or
will receive rebates totaling $1,513,927, resulting in a remaining balance of $286,073
($1,800,000 total less $1,513,927). Therefore, the maximum additional cost to the City of the
Film Rebate Program through June 30, 2012 is $286,073. '

S .. Recommendations . ,

o Given that the Film Rebate Program is currently scheduled to expire on June 30, 2012, the
Budget and Legislative Analyst recommends that the proposed ordinance be amended to
require that, following the conclusion of the Film Rebate Program on June 30, 2012, the Film |

" Commission, working with the Controller’s Office, submit a report to the Board of Supervisors
on the results of the Film Rebate Program, addressing the objectives of the Program. The report
should include a list of all film production companies that have had permits with the Film
Commission, the number of qualified film productions, the number of San Francisco residents
employed on such film productions, verification of the number of jobs and the salaries paid to
economically disadvantaged San Francisco residents hired through the City’s Workforce
Development Program, the amount of the rebates paid to the film production companies, and
the overall economic impact from the City’s Film Rebate Program. ' C

 Approval of the proposed ordinance, as amended, is a policy decision for the Board of -

Supervisors.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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MANDATE STATEMENT/BACKGROUND

Mandate Statement

Charter Section'2;109 provides that within 30 days of submission by the Mayor, the Board of
. Supervisors shall approve or reject any rate, fee, or similar charge to be imposed by any
department, official, board or commission, by ordinance. '

Background
Daily Use Fllm Fees o _ _ - ; - t

Tn accordance with City Administrative Code Section 57.5 (a), the Executive Director of the
Film Commission may enter into agreements with film production companies. Such agreements, |
at a minimum, provide for the- full recovery of:costs incurred by the City to provrde City
- employees, equipment, rental facilities and rental properties to film production companies. The

film productron cornparues reimburse such costs directly to the City departments that incurred
the costs. - -

Adrmmstrative Code Section 57.5 (c) provides that the Film Commission may charge daily use
fees, as approved by the Board of Supervisors, to film production compames with the revenue
from such fees accruing to the San Franc1sco Film Production Fund Although not currently -
codified in the City’s Administrative Code , according to Ms. Greason Robbins, the current daily .
use fees charged to film productron compames by the Film Con:umssron are:

‘. . $100 pejr day for still photo_graplry‘; '

e $200 per day for commerc:1als corporate media, 1ndustr1al media, video, short sub]ect or
web video; .and ' - ‘

e " $300 per day for television?cerie_s, movies, pilots, or d'ocUmentaries. '
Public - service announcements qualifying student product10ns and . non-profit orgamzatrons
producuons are currently exempt from the above-listed daily use fees: -

! Such provisions exclude the San Francisco War Memorlal Performing Arts Center, Fine Arts Museums, Asran Art
Museum, San Francisco Convention Facilities, the Port, and the Recreation and Park Department, which issue their
own permits and/or charge their own fees for filming on the respective departments’ properties.

2 On December 28, 2000, the Board of Supervisors approved an ordinance (Ordinance No. 331-00) which deleted
the specific Film Commission daily use fees. Prior to 2000, the daily use fees were (2) $100 for videos,
documentaries, print, travel or corporate/industrial films, (b) $200 for commercials, (c) $300 for television programs
and feature films, and (d) ho fee for student, educational, or non-profit productions. Ms. Greason Robbins and Ms.
Adine Varah of the City Atforney’s Office, advise that they do not know why the existing daily use fees charged by
the Fr]m Comimission are not cod.rﬁed in the City’s Administrative Code.

SAN .FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS o . . BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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According to Ms. Greason Robbins, in FY 2010-11, the Film Commission is_suéd a total of 430
permits, which encompassed 953 shooting days, and collected a total of $158,500 in fee revenue.

- Film Rebate Program

~ In accordance with Administrative Code Section 57.8, in order to increase (a) the number of.
qualified film productions in San Francisco, (b) the number of City residents employed in the
filmmaking industry and (c). the resulting economic benefits to ‘San Francisco, the Board of
Supervisors approved the Film Rebate Program (File 06-0065) in 2006, which allows film
production companies who produce qualified film productions to receive a rebate of up to 100
percent of qualifying costs paid to the City. Qualifying costs include taxes paid to the City, not
including hotel or sales tax; City departments’ costs for the use of the departments” equipment,
property or employees’ time; the Film Commission’s daily use fees; and police officers’ time, of
up to four police officers per day for a maximum of 12 hours per day per police officer. The Film
Rebate Program expires on June 30, 2012, unless extended by ordinance. . '

Under the existing Film Rebate Program, the Film Commission rebates up to 100 percent of the
qualifying costs paid by the film production companies to the City, in exchange for the film
production companies’ good faith efforts to hire economically disadvantaged residents of San
Francisco referred by the City’s Workforce Development Program. Qualified film productions
include any feature length film, television film, television pilot, or episode of a television series .
where 65 percent of the principle photography days are filmed in the City. Qualified low-budget
film productions include any feature length film, television film, television pilot, or episode of a
television series where at least 55 percent of the principle photography days are filmed in the
City and the total budget for each film production is no more than $3,000,000. : '

~ In accordance with Administrative Code Section 57.8(c) (2), under the existing Film Rebate

- Program, the City rebates up to 100 percent of qualifying costs to each qualified film production’
company or qualified low-budget film production company. The amount of any rebate shall not
exceed $600,000. ' ’ o : ‘

Under the Administrative Code, the total amount of all rebates from the inception of the Film
Rebate Program in 2006 through the expiration of the Film Rebate Program on June 30, 2012
~ shall not &xceed $1,800,000. According to Ms. Greason Robbins, as of September 8, 2011, eight
film production companies have received or will receive a total of $1,513,927 in rebates under
the City’s Film Rebate Program since its inception in _2_006.3 Therefore, the Film Rebate
Program’s remaining balance, which can be rebated to film production companies through June
30,2012, is $286,073 ($1,800,000 total less $1,513,927). - o

In accordance with Administrative Code Section 57.8(d), the Execuﬁve Director of the Film
- Commission is required to report annually to the Board of Supervisors on the implementation of

- 3 This includes five film pfoduction companies that have alreédy been issued their rebate, two 'cbmpanies that are in
the process of being issued their rebate, and one company that has applied and been approved, but has not yet
submitted the required paperwork for the rebate. ; , ‘

S AN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS o BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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the Film Rebate Program, including a list of qualified film productions, the number of San
Francisco residents employed by film production companies; and the total amount of City costs
which have been rebated to each film production eornpany On August 9, 2011, Ms. Greason
Robbins provided the Film Commission’s annual report for FY 2010-11 to the Board of |
Supervisors. Ms. Greason Robbins could mot find any previous reports on the Film Rebate
Program submitted to the Board of Supervisors. :

I addition, in accordance With AdmmiStratiye Section 57.8 (d) the Controller’s Office is
“required to conduct an annual “assessment and review of the effect of the Film Rebate Program™
for the first three years of the Film Rebate Program. Under the Administrative Code, based on
the annual assessment and review of the Film Rebate Program for the first three years, the
Controller shall prepare and submit a report to the Board of .Supervisors (see Pohcy Analy51s :
Section below for further discussion). Such a report has not been submitted.

DETAILS OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION

The proposed ordinance would amend the City’s Administrative Code Sections 57.5 and 57.8 to
(a) codify the existing daily use fees charged by the City’s Film Commission to all film
production companies filmirig in San Francisco; (b) reduce the daily use fee charged by the Film-

Commission to film production companies that have a budget of less than $500,000 by $200 per. .

day from $300 per day to $100 per day; (c) extend eligibility for the Film Rebate Program to
film production companies, which produce documentaries, docud.ramas and reahty programs
and (d) make environmental findings. '

Proposed Amendments to Daily Use Permlt Fees

' The proposed ordinance Would amend Admlmstratlve Code Section 57.5 to cod1fy the below- -
listed daily use fees, chafged by the Film Commission to film production companies, as of
January 1, 2012 Such fees are currently not llsted in the Administrative Code

. $100 per day for still photo graphy, which is the existing fee amount. -

e $200 per day for commercials, corporate media, mdustnal media, V1deo short subject or
Web video, which is the emstmg fee amount. :

) $10’O per day for television series, r_novies, pilots, or documentaries, with ‘production
budgets of less than $5 O0,000, Which is the subject of the proposed ordinance, -

e $300 per day for, with productlon budgets of $500, OOO or more, which is the existing fee. -

Currently, the Film Commission charges film production companies $300 per day for all
television series, movies, pilots, or documentaries. The proposed ordinance would reduce the
subject fee by $200 per day, from $300 to -$100, for telev1s1on series, movres pilots or
documentarles with budgets less than $500 OOO

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS . - BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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Public service announcements, qualifying student productions and .'non-proﬁt organizations
productions are currently, and would continue to be, exempt from the above-listed daily use fees. -

Proposed Amendments to Film Rebate Program

As noted above, under the City’s existing Film Rebate Program, the Film Commission currently
rebates up to 100 percent of qualified costs, incurred by film production companies and paid to
the City, in exchange for the film production companies making good faith efforts to hire
economically disadvantaged residents of San Francisco referred by the City’s Workforce
Development Program. - : ‘ ' ’ ‘

" Currently, in order to be eligible for the Film Rebate Program, film production companies must
produce qualified film productions or qualified low-budget film productions, which are feature
length films, televisior_l films, television pilots, or episodes of television series.

Under the proposed ‘ordin_ance, “qualified film production” and “qualified low-budget film
.production,” eligible for the Film Rebate Program, would also include documentaries,
“docudramas, and reality programs. ‘

| FISCAL ANALYSIS

Proposéd Amendment to Dé}ily Use Fees

" As noted above, the proposed ordinance would reduce the Film Commission’s daily use fees
charged to film production companies producing movies, pilots, television series, “and
documentaries, that have budgets of less than $500,000, by $200 per day, from the current
~ daily use fee of $300 per day to the proposed daily use fee of $100 per day. According to Ms.

~ Greason Robbins, in the last three fiscal years (FY 2008-09 through FY 2010-11), six film

productions with a total of 22 filming days had production budgets of less than $500,000. -

These six film production companies paid the Film Commission a total of $6,600 in daily use

fee revenues (22 days of filming x $300 per day). Under the proposed ordinance, the Film

Commission would have been paid $2,200 by these film production companies in daily use fee

reévenues (22 filming days x $100 per day), resulting in decreased revenues to the City of

$4,400 over three fiscal years, or an estimated average reduction to the City of $1,467 per year.

According to Ms. Greason Robbins, the Film Commission is requesting the proposed reduction.
~ in daily use fees to be charged to film production companies for film productions that have
budgets less than $500,000 in order to collect revenue from film production companies which -
have not obtained permits from the Film Commission, and thereby have avoided the payment
of the daily use fees to the City. Ms. Greason Robbins believes that many of these film
productions with budgets of less than $500,000 would apply for City permits if the fees were.
reduced. However, Ms. Greason Robbins was not able to estimate the amount of the potential
increased revenues to the City as a result of the proposed fee reduction. o

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ' _ * BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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' Proposed Amendment to Film Rebate Program

" Under the proposed ordmance eligibility for the Film Rebate Program would be extended to film
production companies producing documentaries, docudramas, and reality program productions.
‘Ms. Greason Robbins advises that the Film Commission does not track the number of such
current documentaries, docudramas, and reality programs that would be eligible under the
proposed changes to the Film Rebate Program. Therefore, neither Ms. Greason Robbins, nor the
Budget and Leg1slat1_ve Analyst, can estimate the fiscal impact to the City of rebating costs
incurred by the film production companies and paid to the City, as a result of extending the Film
Rebate Program to documentaries, docudramas and reality programs.

However, as noted above the Film Rebate Program, which expires on June 30, 2012 unless
extended by ordinance, has a remaining balance of $286,073. Therefore, the maximum add1t10na1 '
¢ost to the City of the Film Rebate Program is $286,073 through June 30, 2012.

POLICY ANALYSIS

|

_Fllm Rebate Program

" As noted above, the Film Rebate Program was created to increase (a) the number of quahﬁed
~ film productions in San Francisco, (b) the number of City residents employed in the filmmaking .
industry, including the number of economically dlsadvantaged San Francisco residents, and (c)
the resulting economic beneﬁts to San Francisco.

Although the Admlmstranve Code requlres the Executive Director of the Film Comrmssmn to
. report annually to the Board of Supervisors on the implementation of the Film Rebate Program,
only one such report was submitted to the Board of Supervisors on August.9, 2011. Ms. Greason
Robbins states that she could not find any previous Film Commission annual reports, subm.rtted
to the Board of Superv1sors pnor to her appointment as Executive Drrector in September 2010

As noted above the C1ty s Administrative’ Code Section 57.8 (d) also requires that the
Controller’s Office conduct an annual “assessment and review of the effect of the Film Rebate
Program” for the first three years of the Film Rebate Program, and based on the annual Film
Rebate Programi assessment and review, submit an analysis to the Board of Supervisors in or
after 2009. Ms. Peg Stevenson, the City Performance Director in the Controller’s Office, stated
that the Controller’s Budget and Analysis Group reviews and signs off on all of the rebate
- payments but that she was unaware of any Controller’s reports on the effects of the Film Rebate
Program

Given that the Film Rebate Program is currently scheduled to expire on June 30, 2012, the
- Budget and Legislative 'Analyst recommends that the proposed ordinance be amended to require
that, following the conclusion of the Film Rebate Program on June 30, 2012, the Film
Commission, working with the Controller’s Office, submit a report to the Board of Supervisors
on the results of the Film Rebate Program, addressing the objectives of the Program. The report
should include a list of all film productlon companies that have had permlts with the F11m

SAN FRANCISCO BOAR.D_ OF SUPERVISORS ' . ' ' BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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" Commission, the number of qualified film productions, the number of San Francisco residents
‘employed on such film productions, verification of the number of jobs and the salaries paid to
economically disadvantaged San Francisco residents hired through the City’s Workforce
Development Program the amount of the rebates paid to the film productron companies, and the
overall economic-impact ﬁ'om the City’s Film Rebate Program.

RECOMMENDATION

Amend the proposed ordinance to require that, after the conclusion of the Film Rebate Program

on June 30, 2012, the Film Commission, working with the Controller’s Office, submit a report to - -

the Board of Supervisors on the results of the Filn Rebate Program, addressmg the objectives of
 the Program. The report should include a list of all film production companies that have had Film

Commission permits, the number of qualified film productions, the number of San Francisco

residents employed on such film productions, verification of the number of jobs and the salaries

paid to economically disadvantaged San Francisco residents hired through the City’s Workforce.

Development Program, the amount of the rebates paid to the film production compames and the
: overall economic impact from the C1ty S Flhn Rebate Program. ‘ :

' 'Approval of the proposed ordmance as amended is a pohcy dec151on for the Board of

/%/Z‘t |

Harvey M Rose

cc: Supervrsor Chu

Supervisor Mirkarimi
Supervisor Kim
President Chiu
Supervisor Avalos

* Supervisor Campos
Supervisor Cohen
Supervisor Elsbernd

~ Supervisor Farrell .

- Supervisor Mar
Supervisor Wiener
Clerk of the Board
Cheryl Adams .
Controller
Rick Wilson
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\ . Ctty Hall -
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184 -
Fax No. 554-5163 -
TDD/TTY No. §54-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

'MEMORANDUM

-TQ:' Planning D'epartment

, - Environmental Review Officer
FROM: _Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board.
'DATE: - August 17 2011

'SUBJECT: REFERRAL FROM BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
o Budget and Flnance Commlttee

The Board of Supervrsors Budget and Finance Committee has received the followmg '
which is being referred to the Planning Depariment for determination as fo whether the
- proposed fee increase will impact the environment.

: Please provrde your fmdlngs wnthm 10 days from the date of referral
| _-Flle 110900 . '
'Admlnlstratrve Code Fllm Fees and Rebate Program ,

- Please return this cover sheet wrth the: Commlssxon s response to Vlctor Young, Clerk
Budget and Flnance Commlttee :

c: N'annle Turrell, Major Environméntal Analysis
: Brett Bollinger, Major Environmental Analysis‘

.xaunuuunnnnqnnnnunn-nwuunn-»a k *hk ik REETIIEIEREEEETREERTEXXERNRXAAERN

e de 5o e Fe o e e v vede dedededede e e ek

RESPONSE FROM PLANNING DEPARTMENT Date: jd%d)/ °2~3 ,20//

No Comment

l/ Reoommendatron Attached /( é f'/ %/ .
@/m C’F% ‘ W T
~ ., BillWycko, E fal Review O :
ZA 9:7 Z‘i | ill Wycko, nwronmen.a evre\rv icer- |

Referral - Fees . 2/27108
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E
SAN FRANCISCO '
_ ‘FILM COMMISSION

 SAN FRANCISCO FILM COMMISSION ANNUAL REPORT FY10-11

The San Francisco Film Commission works to develop and promote film activities in San -
- Francisco. We proactively market San Francisco as a filming destination for the motion
picture, television and related industries, for the purpose of stimulating economic
development and creating jobs, while also working with'the local film community to
support local projects with significant ties to San Francisco. . ‘

* The Film Commission also issues permits to productions shooting in San Francisco,
working closely with other City Agencies such as SFPD, Department of Parking &
Traffic, MUNI, the Port of San Francisco, and the Department of Public Works to
coordinate and facilitate both the needs of the productions, the City and its residents.

FUNDING

Funding for the San Francisco Film Commission comes from the collection of permit
fees and the Hotel Tax funds from Grants for the Arts. For FY10-11, Grants for the Arts
provided $400,000.- The Film Office collected $158,500 in permit fees, $14,260 more - '
than was projected for the FY10-11 fiscal year. ' ' '

FILMING STATISTICS FY10—11
Key f’mdi‘ngs.: | |

InFY 10-11, production rose By 26%, with 953 shoot days, compared to 753 shoot days
in FY 9-10. In FY 10-11, the number of permits rose by 79, and the money collected -
from permits increased by $25,000. Total permit fees collected for FY 10-11 were-
$158,500. ‘ . - -

However, total estimated budgets for productions, which shot in San Francisco, decreased
from $81,106,574 to $56,233,011. This is partially due to the fact that San Francisco
didn’t have a television series shooting here. However, a downturn in production budgets
is being seen across the country, due to the difficult economy and the rising costs of all
aspects of production. These factors result in tighter budgets which drive productions to
prioritize financial incentives over creative needs when choosing a city or state to film or
' base a production. . o ' o :
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FY10-11

Film Type Permits | Days Permit Fees ' Estimated SF Budget:
Corporate/Short | 50 77 $14,500 $2,448,100
Documentary 30 52 $14,400. $483,620
Feature 416 | 96 $21,800 ; $28,690,500
Music Video 3 14 $800 .$45,000
Stil T | .

Photography 127 303_ $28,900 $6,582,115
Student 24 73 $0 $197,750
TV Commercial | 73 1119 $22,400 $12,033,089
TV Series | 87 182 $47,400 $4,249,000
- [ Web 1-40 . 47 . $8,300 $1,503,837
] TOTAL 430 1. 953 $158,500 $56,233,011
: -PRODUCTIONS
~ Listed below is a selection of notable productlons San Fran01sco played host to durmg
FY10-1 1
) Feature Fllms

Caesar Rise of the Apes 20 Century Fox; Rupert Wyatt, Du‘ector starring James
Franco, Andy Serkis and John Lithgow

Big Sur, 3311 Productions; Michael Polish, Director; starring Josh Lucas, Kate
Bosworth and Henry Thomas

On the Road, MK2 Productions; Walter Salles, Dlrector starrmg Krrsten Stewart .
-Kirsten Dunst and Viggio Mortensen )
Hemingway & Gellhorn, HBO Productions; Philip Kauﬁnan Director; starrmg
Nicole Kidman and Clive Owens _

Contagion, Warner Brothers Pictures; Steven Soderbergh, Director; starrmg
" Gwyneth Paltrow, Matt Damon and Jude Law

«  Cherry, Enderby Enterta.lnment Stephen Elliot, Dlrector starrmg James Franco
and Heather Graham

Knife Fight, Divisadero Pictures; Bill Guttentag, D1rector starnng Rob Lowe,
Eric McCormack and Julie Bowen

Five Year Engagement, Apatow Productions; Nlcholas Stoller Director; stamng
Emlly Blunt and Jason Segel
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Television Series:

Alcatraz, TV pilot, created by JJ Abrams-
Top Gear, individual episode _ R
American Idol, individual episode. - '

Good Morning America, individual episode
Clean House, individual episode - ‘ -
The Nine Lives of Chloe King, individual episode
Precinct 17, individual episode '

Select Commercials

GM OnStar .
- AT&T Yellow Pages
‘Kia . )
- Amazon Kindle
- Hyundai

~ International Production Activity in SF

A number of international production companies also chose San Francisco as a location,
including the feature film /80 from Southern India; Amalf, a Japanese television show;
and Rose Wedding, a popular television show from China featuring 10 couples who
compete to win a dream wedding in California. For this show, Supervisor Carmen Chu
married the couples in the Rotunda of City Hall. : ' :

SCENE IN SAN FRANCISCO REBATE PROGRAM

The purpose of the Scene in San Francisco Rebate Program is to increase the number of
' qualified film productions being made in San Francisco, increase the number of City

“residents employed in the filmmaking industry and encourage the resulting economic
benefits. ‘ : , ﬁ

$1.8 million was appropriated to fund this program in 2006 for 3 years. Initially, the
program gave productions a dollar for dollar refund of: (2) fees or taxes paid into the -
‘City's general fund; (b) moneys paid to the City for use of City property, equipment, or
~ employees, including additional police services; and (c) use fees for film production in
the City. In 2009, the program was extended 3 years, but legislation was passed to
"exchange the original program per production cap of taxes paid to the City to a maximum
of $600,000 of fees paid to the City. - ’ . "

In FY10-11, the television series Trauma was the only production which received nioney

from the rebate program. This covered 4 of its 18 episodes, plus its amortization costs,
for a total of $164,276.99 in rebates. ' ' :
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‘TRAUlVIA FY 10-11

Total Final Budget (Episodes 15,16,17 18) ' . $12,087,816.00
Total # Shooting Days 35 ‘ : - -
EMPLOYEE INFORMATION : _
(*These numbers are the totals of Episodes 15,16,17,18)
. Above the Line Employees . # Employees "'Wages/C-omp

* SF Resident Employees o 23 . - $33,494.00
Below the Line Employees R -

~ SF resident production employees L 411 "~ $486,537.00
SF resident background employees = B - 323 - $61,388.00
First Source Hiring Program employee I $4,768.00

~ Total Product1on Employees ) :

- Total above & below the line SF employees 729 $587,419.00

*Average amount spent per day on SF Employees $ 16,783.00

. AMORT Totals (Prep/All Senes/Hohday/Ihatus/Wrap/Pﬂot Complehon/Pﬂot Reshoots) ;

Total Budget: D - $6,038,195.00
- #Days: 158 : o '
Above the Line Employees . # Employees Wages/ Comp
SF Resident Employees _ .6+ $4801.00
- Below the Line Emnloyees - o ¢ : o
SF resident production employees ‘ 217 $427,030.00

1 First Source lemg Program employee (22 days) o : 1$3,214.00

Total Production Employees __ : , . 4 '
Total above & below the line SF employees : - 223 - $431,831.00

\

Total Above & below the lme SF Wages NN - | $1,019,250.00
(Includes Episodes 15,16,17,18 + Amort) : : .

TOTAL REBATE RECEIVED FY 10-11 , . I $164,276.99
(Includes Episodes 15,16,17,18 + Amort) o ‘ '
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Balance Left in Rebate Program of the original $1.8 million authofity $887,311.07

PRODUCTIONS WITH PENDING REBATE APPLICATIONS FOR FY 11-12

Hemingway & Gellhorn
Kni_fe Fight

Cinderbiter

Cherry

Active promotion of the Scene in San Francisco Rebate program and the Vendor Discount
Program has been paying off with increased interest in filming in San Francisco. The Film
Office anticipates a minimum of 1 to 2 more feature films during FY 11-12 that will apply
for the Scene in San Francisco Rebate Program, and that number could be higher.

" FILM OFFICE NEW PROGRAMS FY10-11

‘Vendor Discount .Program,:

The Vendor Discount Program was established in January 2010 in order to attract more
productions by offering additional financial incentives when shooting in San Francisco.
This program provides an opportunity for production companies and their crew members -
" to receive discounts while shopping locally at participating businesses. It also benefits
the local merchants, as they draw more business to their establishments by offering a
discount. S ’

More than 80 local businesses are participating in the program, including 26 hotels, 13
restaurants as well as a number of car rental agencies, entertainment venues and gift
shops. The Film Office secured additional discounts for productions from Virgin

- America as well as production and post production services at the end of June, making
the program even more attractive to productions. ' :

A survey will be sent to participaﬁng rmerchants at the end of Deceniber 2011 in order to

track the ‘sticcess of the program. Since its inception, a majority of films have chosen to
use the Vendor Discount Program. ‘ : : E
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* SF Film Collective:

The SF Film Collective was established by the San Francisco Film Commission in May
- 2011. The goal of the Film Collective is to provide low cost office space to independent
filmmakers, allowing local production pioneers to advance their projects, interact and
_draw inspiration or knowledge from their peers, and ultimately bring more production to
" San Francisco. The Film Collective has the potential to help nurture the local .
independent and documentary film communities, to shine a light on San Francisco as a
supporter of these smaller, independent productions and help build on San Francisco’s
reputation as a hub for independent film. This also enables homegrown films to afford to
stay in San Francisco, ultimately benefitting our local economy with increased
-production, and support the Mid-Market redevelopment initiative. :

Eligibility:
A‘pplica‘tions were available to all who satisfy each of the folloWing criteria:

"« The apphcant is actrvely engaged ina ﬁ]m v1deo web telev1sron or multi-media
: project.
¢ The project has a srgmﬁcant connectron to San Franc1sco

' Priority:
All were encouraged to apply. Special consideration was given to (in order of priority):

s Projects being filméd / produced primarily in San Francisco

¢ Projects set primarily in San Francisco.

e ' Projects demonstrating a likelihood to have a positive effect on the SF economy

e Residents of San Francisco

¢ Graduates of the FilmHouse Re31dency program a joint program of the San
Francisco Film Commission and San Francisco Film Society.

Located at 134A Golden Gate, the new pro gram creates an add1t10na1 effort on behalf of
the Film Commission to provide office space to local filmmakers. The Film Commission
- began this kind. of support in 2008 W1th the FllmHouse Re51dency, in partnership with the
San Franc1sco Film Somety

“The mcubator\prOJ ect will benefit both the San Francisco film community and the ever-
growing Mid-Market Arts District,” said Mayor Edwin Lee in a press release of July 18,
2011. “Establishing programs such as this helps ensure the health of the Mid- Market

area as it continues to grow and become a burgeomng arts community.”

Four groups of mdependent filmmakers are in the process of or have moved in to the 7
Film Collectlve and applications for additional tenants are still being accepted
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Nine months into the program, an independent evaluator will assess the success of the SF
Film Collective to determine if the San Francisco Film Commission will offer the
- program in following years. :

ADDITIONAL ACCOIV[PLISHMENTS FOR FY_ 10'-11

The Film Commission hired a new Executrve Dlrector Susannah Greason
Robbins in September 2010. The position had been vacant for 9 months.

, Streamlmed the Film Ofﬁce Permit Applications in order to provide more detailed

financial information to the office and to make the application simpler for
productron companies. : :

Created a new Econormc Reportmg Form to track productlon spendlng more

! efﬁclently

Created a reel of San Francisco locations, featuring non-iconic footage of the City
in order to sell the City in a new light to productions. This reel was screened at the
AFCI/Cineposium Conference in Los Angeles in November 2010.

http:/ffitmsf. org/mdex aspx?page=6

Attended key e_Vents t'o promote the Scene in San Francisco Rebate Program.
1 Variety TV Summit in Los Angeles CA

2. Sundance Film Festival, Park City, UT
3. AFCI/Produced By Conference at Walt Dlsney Studros in Los Angeles CA

' Expanded marketing efforts by meeting with product1on companies and producers
. in Los Angeles, to promote San Francisco as a Jocation and emphasize the Scene in .

San Francisco Rebate Program and Vendor Discount Program. We continue to have

_ongoing conversations with some of these producers about the possrbrhty of
brlngmg their productions to San Francisco. :

Created a database of all of the films which have shot in San Franc1sco thelr
locations, and interesting facts about the films for DataSF.
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= Created a new ad campaign with the pro bono help of BBDO Advertlsmg The ad
below was submitted and won 2™ place in the Print Ad ¢ategory in the AFCI
(Association of F ilm Commissioners International) Marketing Awards in June 2011.

» Expanded commumty outreach by giving talks- to various schools mdustry-related
~ organizations and community groups. These include: ‘
- Northern California Screenwriters Association
Northern California Production Coalition™ -
Northern California Screen Actors’ Guild:
San Francisco Travel Association Northern Cahforma Visitor
. Industry Outlook & Marketing Conference
5. Academy of Art University
6. Art Institute of San Francisco
7. Art Institute of California
-8
9.
1

RIS

. San Francisco Travel Association’ s Pow Wow Med1a Tour
Leadership SF Panel
0. Bay Area Women in F1lm and Media

= Researched additional warehouse space which could be utilized as stage space for
- visiting productions. - ' .

= TIdentified short-term goals for the Film Commtss1on to help draw new productlon
to San Francisco and reaffirm the C1ty s place in filmmaking

Short Term Goals

1. Contmue to simplify the permit process
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2. Investigate the possibility of leasing space from C1ty Departments to.
ensure production facilities s
a. Treasure Island
b. Pier 80
c. Other property

- 3.Be proactrve in attractmg business
a. Research air & hotel discounts and vendor discounts
b. List discounts on the Film Commission website
c. Research and prepare feasibility plan for rev1v1ng / re-instituting
annual Familiarization (FAM) Trip -
d. Plan a Los Angeles marketing trip, if funds are avallable _
e. Identify trade shows and events to attend, if budget allows
f. Study other cities successes, best practices -
g. Develop additional partnersh1ps

4. Ensure long—term success of F1lm House residencies
a. Find a new location for the project in partnershlp Wlth the San
Franc:lsco Film Society. . :

5. Develop marketmg materials hlghhghtmg San Francisco product1ons that
feature interviews with producers or others involved in shooting San
* Francisco and examples of vendor lists that have been used:
» Emphasize key programs — rebate program, vendor discount, and
personahzed and efficient services.

6. Work with the Office of Economic and Workforce Development to
evaluate emstmg programs that can benefit productions

7. Work with San Francisco Travel Association (SFTA) to leverage and share’
respective resources, specifically marketing resources.

GOALS FOR FY 11-12

» Increase the nurnber of productions shooting in San Franc1sco
= Establish a roster of warehouse space best suited for future productions :
=. Propose the expansion of the Scene in San Francisco Rebate Program to include -
documentaries and reality television shows (or non—scnpted television shows as
they are called in ATAS) :
» Propose lowering permit fees for low budget films with budgets less than -
$500,000 from $300 per day to $100 per day ,
= - Continte outreach to Producers about the Scene in San Francisco and Vendor -
-Discount Programs - :
"= Support and monitor the SF Film Collective, and provide an mdependent
‘evaluation of the success of the program.
» Increase strategic advertising in well-viewed pubhcatrons
= Attract a television series to base in San Francisco long-term
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‘SUMMARY

" With an increase of 26% in shooting days in San Francisco, the successful financial
outcome of the Scene in San Francisco Rebate program, and the creation of new
programs such as the Vendor Discount Program and the SF Film Collective, the Film
Commission has actively worked to attract and increase production in San Francisco for
FY 10-11. We expect production numbers to continue to rise in the coming fiscal year
based on this past success and increase interest in our incentive programs
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