
STATE OF CALIFORNIA - HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES AGENCY CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES
DATA SYSTEMS AND SURVEY DESIGN BUREAU

California Work Opportunity and Responsibility to Kids 
(CalWORKs) Report on Reasons for Denials and
Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant

 STATEWIDE

 PART A.  REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT

1. 1  2  3  4  5  
3,222 3,877 9,729 142 269

 2. Cases with no eligible child....................................................….......……………
6

442

7

548

8

1,289

9

19

10

29

 3. Cases with children not deprived of support or care...................................……
11

277

12

1,497

13

727

14

6

15

6

 4. Cases with resources that exceed limits....……………………….....................
16

177

17

79

18

332

19

4

20

8

 5. Cases with income that exceeds standards………………………………………
21

955

22

468

23

2,391

24

62

25

135

 6. Cases that failed to comply with procedural requirements....……...................
26

1,248

27

1,052

28

4,331

29

44

30

75

 7. Cases with ineligible non-citizen......……………....………………………………
31

20

32

92

33

218

34

0

35

0

8. Cases excluded by law for reasons other than time limits and citizenship……
36

66

37

119

38

353

39

6

40

12

9. Cases with nonresident…………………………….…………............…...………
41

37

42

22

43

84

44

0

45

4
10. Cases denied due to Diversion 46 47 48  49 50

Total case denials of cash grant during the month
(Items 2 through 10) (Same as Item 4b, CA 237 CW)………………....………

Two-Parent 
Families

(A)

Zero Parent 
Families

(B)

February 2010 (Version 1)
TANF Timed-

Out Cases
(D)

Safety Net 
Cases

(E)

All Other
Families

(C)

 10. Cases denied due to Diversion  

(Same as Item 4b1), CA 237 CW)………………………………………………… 0 0 4 1 0

 PART B.  REASONS FOR NON-APPROVALS OTHER THAN DENIALS

 11. Cases with application cancelled or withdrawn during the month………………
51

856

52

557

53

2,821

54

31

55

24
 12. Cases with applicant who moved or cannot be located during the month 56 57 58 59 60

(Item 11 plus Item 12 same as Item 4c, CA 237 CW)………………………… 10 25 99 0 2
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CalWORKs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255 CW)
February 2010 (Version 1)

Item No.

Column
Two

Parent
(A)

Zero
Parent

(B)

All
Other

(C)

TANF
Timed-Out

(D)

Safety
Net
(E)

Two
Parent

(A)

Zero
Parent

(B)

All
Other

(C)

TANF
Timed-Out

(D)

Safety
Net
(E)

Data Cell 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Statewide 3,222 3,877 9,729 142 269 442 548 1,289 19 29

Alameda 60 96 199 6 4 4 3 18 0 0
Alpine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Amador 2 3 5 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
Butte 22 18 58 0 3 11 3 1 0 0
Calaveras 1 1 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Colusa 3 5 6 0 2 0 1 0 0 0
Contra Costa 53 112 181 2 3 4 2 12 0 1
Del Norte 1 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
El Dorado 9 4 71 0 0 0 2 1 0 0
Fresno 78 166 186 7 7 7 20 37 0 1
Glenn 3 8 8 0 1 0 1 0 0 1
Humboldt 5 6 18 0 0 0 1 1 0 0
Imperial 41 6 94 2 0 6 1 11 0 0
Inyo 3 0 4 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
Kern 141 48 437 5 6 12 6 28 0 0
Kings 46 6 129 0 1 11 2 61 0 0
Lake 15 6 31 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Lassen 2 13 8 0 0 0 10 0 0 0
Los Angeles 561 934 2,143 52 105 111 251 361 14 19
Madera 23 52 47 1 9 0 5 1 0 0
Marin 0 10 22 0 1 0 2 1 0 0
Mariposa 0 3 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mendocino 5 10 14 1 1 0 3 0 0 0
Merced 62 40 202 2 1 8 4 41 0 0
Modoc 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mono 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Monterey 124 34 279 1 0 9 3 25 0 0

10 12 16 0 0 0 4 0 0 0

2.  No eligible child

PART A.  REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT

1.  Total case denials 

Napa 10 12 16 0 0 0 4 0 0 0
Nevada 0 8 25 0 1 0 4 1 0 0
Orange 79 277 347 7 8 4 10 14 0 1
Placer 28 28 69 0 2 0 0 7 0 0
Plumas 2 1 4 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Riverside 377 133 984 1 7 67 21 133 0 0
Sacramento 115 238 340 7 34 7 14 28 1 2
San Benito 14 5 16 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
San Bernardino 532 140 1,220 12 9 123 18 296 2 0
San Diego 143 400 736 10 13 17 21 60 1 1
San Francisco 18 34 68 0 1 2 1 6 0 0
San Joaquin 102 162 240 2 10 3 70 1 0 0
San Luis Obispo 18 71 54 1 1 0 2 9 0 0
San Mateo 30 69 99 2 0 5 2 6 0 0
Santa Barbara 40 85 61 2 0 0 4 2 0 0
Santa Clara 83 180 225 2 8 5 3 16 0 0
Santa Cruz 20 48 70 1 0 0 1 2 0 0
Shasta 20 35 63 1 1 0 13 3 0 0
Sierra 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Siskiyou 1 2 13 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
Solano 27 61 101 1 4 1 5 6 0 1
Sonoma 7 16 68 0 1 1 2 1 0 0
Stanislaus 146 55 354 4 1 19 10 75 0 0
Sutter 13 9 17 0 1 0 2 1 0 0
Tehama 10 9 34 0 2 0 2 0 0 0
Trinity 1 2 8 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
Tulare 54 92 112 4 10 2 7 14 1 2
Tuolumne 4 2 11 0 1 1 1 0 0 0
Ventura 36 83 152 4 3 0 3 4 0 0
Yolo 18 25 39 0 4 0 1 3 0 0
Yuba 11 12 17 0 1 0 3 0 0 0
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CalWORKs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255 CW)
February 2010 (Version 1)

Item No.

Column

Data Cell
Statewide

Alameda
Alpine
Amador
Butte
Calaveras
Colusa
Contra Costa
Del Norte
El Dorado
Fresno
Glenn
Humboldt
Imperial
Inyo
Kern
Kings
Lake
Lassen
Los Angeles
Madera
Marin
Mariposa
Mendocino
Merced
Modoc
Mono
Monterey

Two
Parent

(A)

Zero
Parent

(B)

All
Other

(C)

TANF
Timed-Out

(D)

Safety
Net
(E)

Two
Parent

(A)

Zero
Parent

(B)

All
Other

(C)

TANF
Timed-Out

(D)

Safety
Net
(E)

11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
277 1,497 727 6 6 177 79 332 4 8

3 59 23 0 0 2 1 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0
8 70 15 0 0 1 0 10 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

10 101 22 2 0 3 1 0 0 0
0 2 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 4 9 0 0 6 1 12 0 1
4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

125 129 313 2 4 65 32 115 1 3
0 3 0 0 0 1 2 1 0 0
0 1 1 0 0 0 1 3 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 2 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0
0 5 1 0 0 3 0 6 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

17 3 8 0 0 3 0 9 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

3.  Children not deprived of support or care

PART A.  REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT

4.  Resources that exceed limits

Napa
Nevada
Orange
Placer
Plumas
Riverside
Sacramento
San Benito
San Bernardino
San Diego
San Francisco
San Joaquin
San Luis Obispo
San Mateo
Santa Barbara
Santa Clara
Santa Cruz
Shasta
Sierra
Siskiyou
Solano
Sonoma
Stanislaus
Sutter
Tehama
Trinity
Tulare
Tuolumne
Ventura
Yolo
Yuba

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0
7 164 34 0 0 2 6 9 0 0
5 21 12 0 0 1 0 4 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8 10 1 0 0 25 3 30 0 0

10 139 17 1 0 5 1 6 0 0
1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

10 12 3 0 0 17 0 21 0 1
11 269 90 0 0 8 11 36 2 0
4 18 10 0 0 3 1 3 0 1
1 26 0 0 0 3 2 1 0 0
1 50 1 0 0 2 1 0 0 0
0 36 10 0 0 3 1 6 0 0
8 40 9 0 0 0 4 5 0 0

12 116 34 0 0 4 2 3 0 0
4 23 25 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 6 1 0 0 0 0 4 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
3 42 22 1 0 0 0 2 0 0
1 9 25 0 0 1 2 3 0 0
2 3 0 0 0 3 0 4 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 2 0 4 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8 63 19 0 1 5 0 6 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
6 43 18 0 0 4 1 14 1 0
3 16 3 0 1 0 0 2 0 0
0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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CalWORKs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255 CW)
February 2010 (Version 1)

Item No.

Column

Data Cell
Statewide

Alameda
Alpine
Amador
Butte
Calaveras
Colusa
Contra Costa
Del Norte
El Dorado
Fresno
Glenn
Humboldt
Imperial
Inyo
Kern
Kings
Lake
Lassen
Los Angeles
Madera
Marin
Mariposa
Mendocino
Merced
Modoc
Mono
Monterey

Two
Parent

(A)

Zero
Parent

(B)

All
Other

(C)

TANF
Timed-Out

(D)

Safety
Net
(E)

Two
Parent

(A)

Zero
Parent

(B)

All
Other

(C)

TANF
Timed-Out

(D)

Safety
Net
(E)

21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30
955 468 2,391 62 135 1,248 1,052 4,331 44 75
26 21 61 6 4 23 7 63 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 3 1 0 1 0 2 0 0
2 2 8 0 0 2 13 47 0 1
0 0 2 0 0 1 1 6 0 0
1 1 0 0 1 2 1 5 0 1
7 5 39 2 0 28 33 90 0 2
0 1 1 0 0 1 0 3 0 0
1 1 4 0 0 8 1 64 0 0

31 16 66 5 5 24 19 54 0 0
1 3 0 0 0 2 1 4 0 0
1 0 1 0 0 4 4 15 0 0

15 0 16 0 0 19 4 54 2 0
0 0 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 0

56 6 98 1 2 61 29 282 4 3
16 0 19 0 0 15 3 42 0 1
2 1 2 0 0 13 3 29 0 0
0 1 1 0 0 2 2 7 0 0

91 124 372 14 47 117 324 756 17 25
6 3 4 0 2 16 35 41 1 6
0 3 6 0 1 0 3 11 0 0
0 2 1 0 0 0 1 5 0 0
1 1 2 1 0 4 2 10 0 1

17 4 46 1 1 34 26 102 1 0
0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0

27 3 57 1 0 68 22 168 0 0
2 2 3 0 0 6 5 12 0 0

5.  Income that exceeds standards 6.  Failed to comply with procedural requirements

PART A.  REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT

Napa
Nevada
Orange
Placer
Plumas
Riverside
Sacramento
San Benito
San Bernardino
San Diego
San Francisco
San Joaquin
San Luis Obispo
San Mateo
Santa Barbara
Santa Clara
Santa Cruz
Shasta
Sierra
Siskiyou
Solano
Sonoma
Stanislaus
Sutter
Tehama
Trinity
Tulare
Tuolumne
Ventura
Yolo
Yuba

2 2 3 0 0 6 5 12 0 0
0 1 6 0 1 0 1 15 0 0

35 41 179 6 6 27 32 68 1 1
3 3 26 0 2 12 0 17 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 0 0

117 15 212 0 0 157 80 587 1 7
43 11 96 5 24 48 60 140 0 7
3 1 2 0 0 9 2 13 0 0

178 18 314 0 0 201 83 558 9 7
35 51 223 7 8 58 22 271 0 2
4 5 12 0 0 5 5 20 0 0

52 20 87 2 8 41 40 146 0 2
7 6 19 0 0 8 10 22 0 1

11 13 28 2 0 9 10 40 0 0
4 4 6 0 0 23 30 35 2 0

25 26 80 2 7 33 26 61 0 1
3 4 12 1 0 11 15 27 0 0

10 3 13 1 0 10 11 39 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 5 0 1 0 1 7 0 0

18 6 34 0 3 4 7 32 0 0
3 0 10 0 0 1 3 24 0 1

34 2 70 0 0 88 36 193 4 1
9 2 6 0 0 1 4 5 0 1
2 1 12 0 1 7 4 21 0 1
1 0 2 0 0 0 1 6 1 0

30 8 48 2 6 9 10 23 0 0
0 1 2 0 0 1 0 8 0 1

15 22 57 2 3 11 12 51 1 0
6 2 13 0 2 9 4 11 0 1
3 1 4 0 0 8 4 11 0 1
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CalWORKs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255 CW)
February 2010 (Version 1)

Item No.

Column

Data Cell
Statewide

Alameda
Alpine
Amador
Butte
Calaveras
Colusa
Contra Costa
Del Norte
El Dorado
Fresno
Glenn
Humboldt
Imperial
Inyo
Kern
Kings
Lake
Lassen
Los Angeles
Madera
Marin
Mariposa
Mendocino
Merced
Modoc
Mono
Monterey

Two
Parent

(A)

Zero
Parent

(B)

All
Other

(C)

TANF
Timed-Out

(D)

Safety
Net
(E)

Two
Parent

(A)

Zero
Parent

(B)

All
Other

(C)

TANF
Timed-Out

(D)

Safety
Net
(E)

31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40
20 92 218 0 0 66 119 353 6 12
1 5 30 0 0 1 0 2 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 2 11 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 7 1 0 0 1 1 5 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 2 8 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 6 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 3 0 0 52 72 223 4 7
0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 1 5 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 3 0 0 0 3 8 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

7.  Ineligible non-citizen 8.  Excluded by law other than time limits and citizenship

PART A.  REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT

Napa
Nevada
Orange
Placer
Plumas
Riverside
Sacramento
San Benito
San Bernardino
San Diego
San Francisco
San Joaquin
San Luis Obispo
San Mateo
Santa Barbara
Santa Clara
Santa Cruz
Shasta
Sierra
Siskiyou
Solano
Sonoma
Stanislaus
Sutter
Tehama
Trinity
Tulare
Tuolumne
Ventura
Yolo
Yuba

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 21 31 0 0 1 2 7 0 0
0 2 1 0 0 0 2 2 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 2 0 0 0 2 2 18 0 0
0 7 45 0 0 1 6 6 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 3 0 0 1 8 21 1 1
3 10 18 0 0 4 13 9 0 1
0 3 14 0 0 0 1 3 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 7 6 0 0 0 0 3 0 0
2 3 2 0 0 2 0 1 0 0
0 6 29 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
1 3 1 0 0 0 1 3 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
0 0 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 2 1 0 0 0 2 9 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 3 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 5 0 0 0 0 3 0 0
0 2 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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CalWORKs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255 CW)
February 2010 (Version 1)

Item No.

Column

Data Cell
Statewide

Alameda
Alpine
Amador
Butte
Calaveras
Colusa
Contra Costa
Del Norte
El Dorado
Fresno
Glenn
Humboldt
Imperial
Inyo
Kern
Kings
Lake
Lassen
Los Angeles
Madera
Marin
Mariposa
Mendocino
Merced
Modoc
Mono
Monterey

Two
Parent

(A)

Zero
Parent

(B)

All
Other

(C)

TANF
Timed-Out

(D)

Safety
Net
(E)

Two
Parent

(A)

Zero
Parent

(B)

All
Other

(C)

TANF
Timed-Out

(D)

Safety
Net
(E)

41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49 50
37 22 84 0 4 0 0 4 1 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

PART A.  REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT

9.  Nonresident 10.  Denied due to Diversion

Napa
Nevada
Orange
Placer
Plumas
Riverside
Sacramento
San Benito
San Bernardino
San Diego
San Francisco
San Joaquin
San Luis Obispo
San Mateo
Santa Barbara
Santa Clara
Santa Cruz
Shasta
Sierra
Siskiyou
Solano
Sonoma
Stanislaus
Sutter
Tehama
Trinity
Tulare
Tuolumne
Ventura
Yolo
Yuba

1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7 3 29 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0
2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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CalWORKs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255 CW)
February 2010 (Version 1)

Item No.

Column

Data Cell
Statewide

Alameda
Alpine
Amador
Butte
Calaveras
Colusa
Contra Costa
Del Norte
El Dorado
Fresno
Glenn
Humboldt
Imperial
Inyo
Kern
Kings
Lake
Lassen
Los Angeles
Madera
Marin
Mariposa
Mendocino
Merced
Modoc
Mono
Monterey

Two
Parent

(A)

Zero
Parent

(B)

All
Other

(C)

TANF
Timed-Out

(D)

Safety
Net
(E)

Two
Parent

(A)

Zero
Parent

(B)

All
Other

(C)

TANF
Timed-Out

(D)

Safety
Net
(E)

51 52 53 54 55 56 57 58 59 60
856 557 2,821 31 24 10 25 99 0 2

2 0 33 0 0 0 0 4 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

24 4 69 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

22 11 54 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
1 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
9 1 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

20 17 50 1 1 0 2 3 0 0
0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0

14 8 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
14 3 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

47 8 119 2 0 1 2 13 0 0
6 0 11 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

10 2 12 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
1 0 13 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

77 142 366 7 18 0 7 11 0 0
26 10 59 0 0 1 1 0 0 0
1 1 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 5 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
6 2 13 1 0 0 0 1 0 0

15 6 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

24 11 88 0 0 2 0 2 0 0
8 0 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

PART B.  REASONS FOR NON-APPROVALS OTHER THAN DENIALS

11.  Application cancelled or withdrawn 12.  Moved or cannot be located

Napa
Nevada
Orange
Placer
Plumas
Riverside
Sacramento
San Benito
San Bernardino
San Diego
San Francisco
San Joaquin
San Luis Obispo
San Mateo
Santa Barbara
Santa Clara
Santa Cruz
Shasta
Sierra
Siskiyou
Solano
Sonoma
Stanislaus
Sutter
Tehama
Trinity
Tulare
Tuolumne
Ventura
Yolo
Yuba

8 0 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

50 33 212 0 1 0 2 6 0 0
7 2 30 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

32 31 139 3 0 0 0 6 0 0
34 15 118 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

75 32 233 5 3 0 0 10 0 0
56 27 243 2 0 4 8 23 0 1
8 7 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

40 17 86 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
5 3 30 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
9 12 32 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

40 29 70 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
46 30 116 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
2 9 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 3 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 3 13 0 0 0 0 2 0 1
5 11 25 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

29 23 69 1 0 0 0 7 0 0
7 2 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

15 0 13 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

18 10 50 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
6 1 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

14 25 118 3 0 0 0 1 0 0
10 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 1 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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