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 January 2000
2 Parent |Zero Parent| All Other
PART A. REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT Families Families Families
@ ) ©)
1. Total Denials of Cash Grant (Same as Item 4b, Form CA 237
CalWORKSs). Sum of Items 2 through 11 below.............cocoioiiiiii . 1,884 807 7,291
2. No eligible Child..........ouumiiiee e 120 72 816
3. Not deprived of SUPPOIt OF CAr€........cccuvviiiiiieeee e e e e e e e 381 68 301
4. Resources exceed lIMitS.........covu i 193 28 504
5. Income exceeds Standards.............cooveiiieiene e 423 139 1,496
6. Failure to comply with procedural requirements..........ccccccveeevviviciie e cee cens 727 467 3,962
7. Ineligible NON-CItIZEN.........ie i e e e 10 9 47
8. Excluded by law for reasons other than time limits and citizenship........... 9 9 39
S (o] T £ 2] (o =T o | P PRPUPTPN 17 9 66
10. Denied due to Diversion (Same as Item 4b(1) on CA 237 CalWORKS)... 4 5 60
11. Denied due to expiration of CalWORKs 60-month time limits................... 0 0 0
PART B. REASONS FOR NON-APPROVALS OTHER THAN DENIALS
12. Application cancelled or withdrawn.............coov i e 1,126 1,648 4,196
13. Unable to 10Cate OF MOVEA.......cuivs et 108 58 566
PART C.
a.
b.
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CalWORKSs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255)

January 2000
Part A. Reasons for Denial Part A. Reasons for Denial Part A. Reasons for Denial
Jan-2000 1. Total Cases 2. No eligible child 3. No deprivation
County 2 - Parent | 0- Parent All Other 2 - Parent | 0-Parent All Other 2 - Parent | 0-Parent All Other
(1) (2 (3 1) &) (©)] 1) 2 3
Statewide 1,884 807 7,291 120 72 816 381 68 301
[Alameda 55 1 292 3 0 17|l 12 0 18
Alpine 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 off
/Amador 3 0 6 0 0 1 1 0 off
Butte 12 5 36 2 1 2 3 0 2|
Calaveras 4 1 10 0 1 0 0 0 off
Colusa 1 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 off
Contra Costa 18 1 185 1 1 6 1 0 3f
Del Norte 4 3 11 1 1 1 0 0 off
|[El Dorado 12 7 13 0 0 0 3 0 off
|[Fresno 185 9 288 3 0 7 26 0 9|
[|Glenn 8 0 11 1 0 2 1 0 off
|[Humboldt 12 3 45 3 1 3 0 0 1|
|limperial 25 0 33 3 0 1| 5 0 off
[linyo 1 0 4 0 0 | 0 0 off
[Kern 71 10 172 3 2 9l 6 0 1|
|[Kings 23 4 35 1 1 1| 5 0 off
[[Lake 2 0 9 0 0 0 1 0 off
|[Lassen 3 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 off
|[Los Angeles 90 356 614 2 8 14 3 7 10|
[IMadera 19 6 21 0 0 3 3 0 3|f
[IMarin 5 1 14 1 0 | 1 0 off
|IMariposa 0 0 0 0 0 | 0 0 0
|IMendocino 15 0 29 2 0 7| 3 0 1
[[IMerced 35 86 112 9 23 29| 1 4 5
|IModoc 2 0 2 0 0 | 0 0 0
[[IMono 0 0 3 0 0 | 0 0 off
|IMonterey 59 62 136 1 3 7|l 3 5 17|
[INapa 3 0 16 0 0 0 1 0 off
|INevada 4 0 12 0 0 1| 1 0 off
|lorange 150 102 352 8 7 49| 61 36 10|
[[Placer 21 0 56 1 0 3| 7 0 2|
[lPlumas 1 0 3 0 0 | 0 0 off
Riverside 0 0 935 0 0 99| 0 0 43|
Sacramento 55 3 105 0 1 10ff 0 0 off
San Benito 2 0 5 0 0 | 1 0 off
San Bernardino 237 17 880 26 9 199 61 1 47|
San Diego 227 24 1,075|f 7 3 134 71 4 49|
San Francisco 5 6 30| 0 0 4 1 2 0
San Joaquin 91 4 212|f 13 1 13 7 0 1
San Luis Obispo 15 3 86| 0 1 30| 3 1 4
San Mateo 13 17 105 6 2 39 0 0 3
Santa Barbara 57 4 119 1 0 2 17 1 9
Santa Clara 8 4 172 3 0 24 1 1 16|
Santa Cruz 36 1 85 1 0 3 5 0 2
Shasta 12 9 52 1 1 5| 0 0 1
Sierra 0 0 1 0 0 | 0 0 0
Siskiyou 3 8 15 0 0 | 0 0 off
Solano 8 4 196 0 3 gl 0 0 9|
Sonoma 9 12 58| 0 1 5| 1 1 3
Stanislaus 89 0 206|f 14 0 59| 22 0 4
Sutter 2 5 9l 0 0 | 0 0 1
Tehama 10 0 27| 1 0 2| 3 0 3
Trinity 6 0 19|f 0 0 0 0 0 off
Tulare 102 10 120 0 0 2 30 4 5|
Tuolumne 5 0 14 2 0 1 0 0 off
\Ventura 36 4 154 0 1 10 8 1 19|
Yolo 6 1 61 0 0 6 2 0 off
Yuba 7 2 23| 0 0 2 0 0 |
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CalWORKSs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255)

January 2000
Part A. Reasons for Denial Part A. Reasons for Denial Part A. Reasons for Denial
Jan-2000 4. Excess resources 5. Income exceeds standards 6. Failure to comply
County 2 - Parent | 0-Parent All Other 2 - Parent | 0-Parent All Other 2 - Parent | 0-Parent All Other
1) 2 3 1) @) (©)] 1) 2 3
Statewide 193 28 504 423 139 1,496 727 467 3,962
Alameda 5 0 11 10 0 48 22 0 177
Alpine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
/Amador 0 0 | 1 0 1 1 0 4
Butte 0 1 3 3 2 5 4 1 23
[[calaveras 0 0 1 3 0 2 1 0 7|
[[Colusa 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 3|
[[contra Costa 8 2 27 0 0 1 8 7 142|f
[[Del Norte 1 0 3 1 1 4 1 1 3|
[[El Dorado 0 1 1| 0 1 2 8 4 gl
[[Fresno 12 0 gl 21 0 30 122 9 234{f
[[clenn 0 0 0 1 0 1 5 0 8
[Humboldt 4 0 7 1 2 12 4 0 21
[imperial 1 0 6 6 0 5 9 0 21
[[inyo 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 3
[[kern 15 1 13 17 4 26 28 1 118
[[Kings 2 1 4ff 4 2 6 10 0 24
[[Lake 0 0 3| 0 0 1 1 0 5
[[Lassen 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0
[[Los Angeles 1 4 6 5 18 31| 78 317 550|f
[[Madera 6 1 1 3 0 | 7 4 12ff
[[marin 2 0 1 0 0 1| 1 1 10ff
[Mariposa 0 0 0 0 0 | 0 0 |
[Mendocino 0 0 3| 2 0 5| 8 0 18
[[Merced 1 3 3| 12 30 40|l 8 20 26
[Modoc 0 0 | 0 0 | 1 0 2
[Mono 0 0 0 0 0 | 0 0 2
[[Monterey 10 6 26 25 12 28 20 28 55
[[Napa 0 0 2 0 0 1 2 0 13
[[Nevada 1 0 1 0 0 2 1 0 6
[lorange 15 3 36 51 31 165 14 23 86|
[[P1acer 3 0 1 5 0 18 3 0 26
[fPlumas 0 0 0 1 0 1| 0 0 2
Riverside 0 0 56| 0 0 138|f 0 0 586
Sacramento 5 0 9l 41 2 48| 8 0 37,
San Benito 0 0 0 1 0 | 0 0 5
San Bernardino 26 0 62 52 2 233|f 66 5 330
San Diego 20 1 67 50 4 230|f 79 7 538|f
San Francisco 0 1 2 2 0 7| 2 3 17
San Joaquin 1 0 15 14 2 29| 45 1 149
San Luis Obispo 1 0 7 6 1 0 3 0 31
San Mateo 1 1 4 1 0 7 5 12 42
Santa Barbara 5 0 10 11 1 22 23 2 75
Santa Clara 0 0 20 4 2 68 0 1 38
Santa Cruz 9 0 26 0 0 | 21 0 53
Shasta 1 1 5 3 2 10ff 7 5 27
Sierra 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1]
Siskiyou 0 0 1| 2 8 7 1 0 6
Solano 0 0 | 2 0 81 6 1 98
Sonoma 1 1 9l 6 9 23 1 0 18|f
Stanislaus 9 0 9l 18 0 43| 25 0 89|
Sutter 1 0 1| 1 1 4 0 4 3|
Tehama 0 0 | 2 0 3 4 0 19
Trinity 2 0 4ff 1 0 1 3 0 12
Tulare 7 0 8 13 1 27 44 4 67
Tuolumne 0 0 1] 3 0 1] 0 0 11
\Ventura 3 0 17 14 0 68| 9 2 37
Yolo 0 0 1 1 1 gl 3 0 44
Yuba 2 0 1 1 0 1| 4 2 19
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CalWORKSs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255)

January 2000
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CalWORKSs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255)
January 2000

Part A. Reasons for Denial Part A. Reasons for Denial

Jan-2000 10. Diversion 11. 60-month time limit

2 - Parent 0 - Parent All Other 2 - Parent 0 - Parent All Other

County (1) @ 3) (1) @ 3)

D
o

Statewide

Alameda
Alpine
Amador
Butte
[Calaveras
[Colusa
[Contra Costa
[Del Norte
[El Dorado
[Fresno
[Glenn
[Humboldt
[Imperial

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
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|

[Kern

[Kings

[Lake
[Lassen

[Los Angeles
[Madera
[Marin
[Mariposa
[Mendocino
[[Merced
[Modoc
[Mono
[[Monterey
[[Napa
[[Nevada
[lorange
[[P1acer
[fPlumas
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
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CalWORKSs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255)

January 2000
Part B. Reasons for Non-Approvals Part B. Reasons for Non-Approvals
Jan-2000 12. Cancelled or withdrawn 13. Unable to locate or moved
County 2 - Parent | 0-Parent All Other 2 - Parent | 0-Parent All Other
1) 2 3 1) @) (©)]
Statewide 1,126 1,648 4,196 108 58 566
Alameda 12 2 41 1 0 9lf
Alpine 0 0 1 0 0 |
/Amador 2 0 3 0 0 |
Butte 20 0 12 0 0 |
[[calaveras 5 0 12 0 0 |
[[Colusa 0 1 2 0 0 |
[[contra Costa 5 2 26 0 0 12ff
[[Del Norte 3 0 3 0 0 |
[[El Dorado 6 4 7|l 0 0 |
[[Fresno 32 0 43| 0 0 |
[[clenn 3 0 11ff 0 0 0
[Humboldt 8 0 29| 0 0 1
[imperial 7 0 10 1 0 6
[[inyo 0 0 2 0 0 0
[[kern 20 0 72 4 0 16
[[Kings 19 1 13 2 0 1
[[Lake 10 0 26| 0 0 0
[[Lassen 4 0 8 0 0 1|
[[Los Angeles 593 1,505 2,495 2 17 30|
[[Madera 7 3 57 1 1 1|
[[marin 0 0 5 0 0 |
[Mariposa 2 0 6 0 0 |
[Mendocino 5 1 17 0 0 |
[[Merced 8 18 24 0 0 |
[Modoc 1 0 0 0 0 |
[Mono 0 0 3| 0 0 |
[[Monterey 12 17 48| 1 1 2|l
[[Napa 6 5 14| 0 0 |
[[Nevada 5 0 10ff 0 0 |
[lorange 18 35 103 13 24 53|
[[P1acer 6 0 5 1 0 1|
[fPlumas 2 1 5 0 0 |
Riverside 0 0 99 0 0 13|
Sacramento 22 5 89 51 12 178|f
San Benito 2 0 6 1 0 |
San Bernardino 41 3 137 6 0 29|
San Diego 45 5 246 0 0 |
San Francisco 4 2 24 14 2 68|
San Joaquin 46 1 77 1 0 3|
San Luis Obispo 2 0 34 1 0 |
San Mateo 3 1 19 0 0 |
Santa Barbara 8 0 15|f 0 0 1|
Santa Clara 7 0 80| 3 1 110|f
Santa Cruz 4 0 gl 0 0 |
Shasta 14 16 9l 0 0 1|
Sierra 0 0 | 0 0 |
Siskiyou 0 0 7| 0 0 |
Solano 3 1 20| 1 0 14{f
Sonoma 1 1 10 0 0 |
Stanislaus 15 0 37, 4 0 11ff
Sutter 5 11 12 0 0 |
Tehama 8 0 12 0 0 1|
Trinity 1 0 4 0 0 |
Tulare 57 3 75 0 0 4ff
Tuolumne 1 0 2 0 0 |
\Ventura 13 0 46 0 0 |
Yolo 1 0 6l 0 0 |
Yuba 2 4 9|l 0 0 o)
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