
Table 8
One Local Jurisdiction We Reviewed Did Not Follow Its Process for Ensuring Complete Applications

LOCAL JURISDICTION
NUMBER OF 

APPLICATIONS 
REVIEWED

NUMBER OF 
APPLICATIONS 

WITH 
COMPLETENESS 

PROBLEMS

RESULTS JURISDICTION’S PERSPECTIVE

Fresno 20 0
Checked for 
completeness on all 
applications.

N/A

Monterey County 20 0
Checked for 
completeness on all 
applications.

N/A

Sacramento 20 0
Checked for 
completeness on all 
applications.

N/A

San Diego 20 13

Before December 2021, 
San Diego could 
not demonstrate 
that it followed its 
documented process 
for ensuring that 
13 applications were 
complete.

San Diego implemented 
an electronic tracking 
system in December 2021 
that has helped ensure that 
applications are checked for 
completeness. We reviewed 
seven applications that were 
filed after December 2021 and 
found San Diego documented 
its completeness checks for 
each of those applications.

Santa Barbara County 20 0
Checked for 
completeness on all 
applications.

N/A

South Lake Tahoe 21* 0
Checked for 
completeness on all 
applications.

N/A

Source: Local jurisdictions’ applications.

N/A = Not applicable.

* South Lake Tahoe only had 21 applications in total so we reviewed each application.
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