Chart 1A: Percent Acres Insured for Corn, lowa County
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Chart 1B: Percent Acres Insured for Cotton, Texas County
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Chart 2A: Insurance Experience for Corn, lowa County
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Chart 2B: Insurance Experience for Cotton, Texas County
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Chart 3A: Basic Data for Corn Rates, lowa County
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Chart 3B: Basic Data for Cotton Rates, Texas County
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Chart 4A: Loss Cost Data for Corn, lowa County
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Chart 4B: Loss Cost Data for Cotton, Texas County
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Chart 5A: Crop Insurance Experience for Cotton in Alabama
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Chart 5B: Loss Ratio versus Yield Ratio, Alabama Cotton
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Chart 6A: Crop Insurance Experience for Cotton in Arkansas
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Chart 6B: Loss Ratio versus Yield Ratio, Arkansas Cotton
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Chart 7A: Crop Insurance Experience for Cotton in Florida

4.00
3.00
"
2.00 |
A ]
/ B —n \
[ |
e P e e B e e S i e o AN e £l
1.00 ’W *> e /& * e ‘//,;,——/w'"*iro ———————— * : ‘
/ -\\ > - ““.,,,,." ’
0.00 ﬁ-! | ﬁ | | | | | | | | | | | | |
1980 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998
—M— Lossratio —4— Yieldrato —f3- Average loss ratio
Correlation coefficient is -0.49
Chart 7B: Loss Ratio versus Yield Ratio, Florida Cotton
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Chart 8A: Crop Insurance Experience for Cotton in Georgia
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Table 8B: Loss Ratio versus Yield Ratio, Georgia Cotton
6.00
1980
o
500 | |
\ 1986
4.00 " 1981
o /) Y
= \ /
E // |
»n 3.00 /
@ \‘ 19.8’3
- 1%?8 w8
2.00 1990 )\
o/ i%as
Nad ~1997 ‘
1.00 1995 W “u
1991987 1506 1982
N 108 1991
J\glggf*l* 193'4”” 34
0.00
0.69 0.85 0.86 0.88 0.92 0.94 1.06 1.2 1.22 1.4

Yield ratio

Appendix A-8




Chart 9A: Crop Insurance Experience for Cotton in Lousiana
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Chart 9B: Loss Ratio versus Yield Ratio, Louisiana Cotton
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Chart 10A: Crop Insurance Experience for Cotton in Mississippi
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Chart 10B: Loss Ratio versus Yield Ratio, Mississippi Cotton
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Chart 11A: Crop Insurance Experience for Cotton in Missouri

3.00
.
250 - |
2.00 +
1.50
T I =
1.00 e > g
0.50 — ‘;’
0.00 - - - - - - . - - ﬂ. | | | | | | | j |
1980 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998
—Ml- Lossratio —4— Yieldrato —E3— Average loss ratio
Correlation coefficient is -0.45
Chart 11B: Loss Ratio versus Yield Ratio, Missouri Cotton
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Chart 12A: Crop Insurance Experience for Cotton in N. Carolina
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Chart 12B: Loss Ratio versus Yield Ratio, N. Carolina Cotton
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Chart 13A: Crop Insurance Experience for Cotton in S. Carolina
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Table 13B: Loss Ratio versus Yield Ratio, S. Carolina Cotton
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Chart 14A: Crop Insurance Experience for Cotton in Tennessee
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Chart 14B: Loss Ratio versus Yield Ratio, Tennessee Cotton
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Chart 15: Acres Insured versus "Gap"
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