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Region 1
Butte
Colusa

Dal Norte
Glenn
Humbaldt
Lake
Lassan
Mendocing
Modoc
Flumas
Shasta
Sierra
Siskiyou
Tahama
Trinity

Region 2
Alameda
Amador

Contra Costa

El Darado
Marin

Napa
Mevada
Placer
Sacramento

San Francisco

San Joaquin
S5an Mataa
Lanta Clara
Santa Cruz
Solano
Sonoma
Suttar

Yolo

Yuba

Region 3
Alpine
Calaveras
Fresno
Inyo
Kings
Madera
Mariposa
Marcad
Mono
Monterey
San Benito
Stanislaus
Tulara
Tuolumne

Regian 4
Kern

San Luis Qhispa
Santa Barbara
Region 5

Los Angeles

Orange
Ventura

Region &6
Riverside
San Barnardino

Regron 7
Imperial
S5an Diego




DMHC's RBO Regional and
Statewide Summary

SummaryofReported RBO Data

STATEWDE | REGION 1| REGION 2 | REGION 3 | REGION 4 | REGION 5 | REGION 6 | REGION 7

NumberofRBOs reporting financialsurveys 161 0 30 5 4 90 23 9
Number ofRBOs reporting compliance statements 36 1 5 1 0 23 2 4
Number o fNon-filing RBOs (based upon inhouse data) 20 0 0 0 16 1 1
Number o fRBOs non-compliant with the working capital requirement 14 0 5 1 0 6 2 0
Num.berofRBOs non-compliant with the Tangible Net Equity (TNE) ° 0 4 ) 0 5 ) |
requirement
Numberor RBOS non-compliant with the cash-to-claims requirement (e n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

- : : = : —
Num.berofRBOs non-compliant with the 95%claims timeliness 4 0 ) 0 0 | 0 |
requirement
Num.berofRBOs non-compliant with the BNR methodology 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
requirement
Average relative working capitalratio 165 0 155 0.84 171 172 195 L15
Average relative TNE ratio 176 0 198 101 2.34 171 2.04 125
Average cash-to-claims requirement (eff. 1/1/06) n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Average claims timeliness percentage 98.42 0 99.00 98.98 98.5 98.48 98.73 9438
Average claims timeliness forthose RBO reported non-compliant with 5138 0 495 0 0 %7 0 69
95%
NumberofRBOs meeting all grading criteria 141 0 25 3 4 81 21 7
Number o fRBOs non-compliant with 1(one) grading criteria 9 0 1 1 0 5 0 2
Number ofRBOs non-compliant with 2 (two) grading criteria 9 0 2 1 0 4 2 0
NumberofRBOs non-compliant with 3 (three) grading criteria 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
Number o f RBOs non-compliant with 4 (four) grading criteria 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Number of RBOs non-compliant with all grading criteria 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NumberofCorrective Action Plans (CAP ) required 19 0 4 2 0 9 2 2
NumberofCAPs in the development process 19 0 4 2 0 9 2 2
NumberofCAPs approved bythe Department 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Number of RBOs compliant with approved CAP n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Number of RBOs non-compliant with approved CAP n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

Note: The data herein is evolvingas DMHC and RBO staffwork togetherto ensure correct filings .
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