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| o ([ [womme | 00, |
County 2010 PAIL
(2010-2011) Households
45.4% 64.9% 19.5% 61,092
| Alpine [EEEWIA 82.2% 8.5% 78
52.1% 78.3% 26.2% 1,717
[ Butte VWL 61.7% 14.3% 14,174
69.9% 112.0% 42.1% 2,514
29.5% 42.6% 13.1% 669
43.7% 58.2% 14.5% 32,871
86.7% 119.0% 32.3% 2,566
45.7% 65.9% 20.2% 6,245
| Fresno  [IEEEEEARYS 89.0% 17.9% 89,661
| Glenn  [IEYRLY 57.2% 13.0% 1,392
| Humboldt  [EEEFERTY 62.4% 18.5% 8,139
| Imperial [N 84.7% 21.0% 14,151
51.5% 72.3% 20.8% 955
ET s53.2% 68.7% 15.5% 58,083
[ Kings YR 74.5% 22.0% 9,556
49.1% 67.1% 18.0% 5,098
65.9% 79.5% 13.6% 1,382
41.4% 59.1% 17.7% 531,613
54.0% 76.6% 22.6% 10,266
[ Marin @ [EPIKR 42.9% 13.1% 5,363
41.1% 64.7% 23.6% 871
60.5% 82.6% 22.1% 7,019
| Merced  [EETRIN 79.6% 20.4% 22,125
BT 224% 46.2% 3.8% 425
T 165% 24.7% 8.2% 436
36.2% 53.2% 17.0% 19,376
| Napa [PV 43.6% 16.1% 3,304
38.0% 54.5% 16.5% 3,832
35.3% 52.6% 17.3% 99,227
| Placer  [IEEPRI 62.1% 19.3% 8,146

11 Shimada, Tia. Program Access Index 2010 Measuring CalFresh Utilization by County. Rep. Oakland:
California Food Policy Advocates, 2012. Print.
[21 Shimada, Tia. Program Access Index 2011 Measuring CalFresh Utilization by County. Rep. Oakland:
California Food Policy Advocates, 2013. Print.
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N ETTEETTE P
County 2010 PAR 2011 PAI2
(2010-2011) Households
D 30.6% 52.6% 22.0% 794
47.7% 68.1% 20.4% 111,751
68.7% 90.8% 22.1% 91,821
54.2% 78.1% 23.9% 2,595
65.9% 92.8% 26.9% 154,573
34.4% 51.2% 16.8% 112,001
38.0% 56.9% 18.9% 31,206
58.2% 81.9% 23.7% 44,480
31.8% 43.5% 11.7% 8,830
24.6% 39.8% 15.2% 13,205
30.8% 43.9% 13.1% 13,913
43.8% 58.8% 15.0% 48,952
37.4% 50.5% 13.1% BLycists
[ Shasta VALY 78.3% 20.8% 12,009
DEET  s67% 46.4% -10.3% 157
48.4% 68.0% 19.6% 2,816
DT 626% 88.9% 26.3% 20,237
| sonoma  [EEEELRLZ 51.3% 16.1% 18,195
| Stanislaus [T 82.5% 20.8% 40,343
| sutter  [EEEPTRDT 67.5% 17.8% 4,978
50.2% 68.1% 17.9% 4,102
44.4% 60.6% 16.2% 808
67.5% 87.1% 19.6% 44,741
58.8% 68.9% 10.1% 2,785
46.9% 65.6% 18.7% 31,567
33.6% 40.7% 7.1% 7,571
66.3% 88.7% 22.4% 5,615
48.6% 66.5% 17.8% 1,863,609

11 Shimada, Tia. Program Access Index 2010 Measuring CalFresh Utilization by County. Rep. Oakland:
California Food Policy Advocates, 2012. Print.
[21 Shimada, Tia. Program Access Index 2011 Measuring CalFresh Utilization by County. Rep. Oakland:
California Food Policy Advocates, 2013. Print.
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