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This year, downside price risk on soybeans is a larger concern than usual. For those farmers who are
particularly concerned about downside price risk, Area Risk Protection (ARP) at the 90% coverage level
may be a good alternative. For most farmers, this would result in a shift from Revenue Protection (RP) to
ARP. Using ARP allows moving to a higher coverage level than RP. However, ARP uses county yields
in its indemnification process rather than farm yields.
Example for Warren County, Illinois
For soybeans, most farmers are purchasing Revenue Protection (RP) at relatively high coverage levels.
To Illustrate, Figure 1 shows 2016 crop insurance use for Warren County, Illinois. Warren County is in
west central Illinois and is a high producing county. As can be seen in Figure 1, RP was used on 86.4%
of the insured acres in 2016, with 11.0% insured at the 75% coverage level, 32.5% at the 80% coverage
level, and 36.8% at the 85% coverage level. Figure 1 can be produced for other counties and crops in
the “Product Use” section of the 2017 Crop Insurance Decision Tool. Doing so for other counties in
northern and central Illinois will show similar usage to Warren County.
Few payments have been received on RP policies in the past ten years, as can be seen in the “Product
Performance” section of the 2017 Crop Insurance Decision Tool, which presents historical loss data from
the Risk Management Agency (RMA). From 2005 to 2015, the loss ratio on RP policies for soybeans in
Warren County averaged .18. A loss ratio equals insurance payments divided by total premium. The .18
value over the 2005-2015 period means that payments equaled .18 of the total premium. Loss ratios did
not vary much with coverage level: .17 for RP 75%, .16 for RP at the 80% coverage level, and .27 for RP
at the 85% coverage level. These are relatively low loss ratios indicating that farmers have received few
crop insurance payments from soybean policies since 2005.
Consider Purchasing ARP
ARP is the county alternative to RP. Rather than using farm yields, ARP uses county yields in its
calculations of guarantees and payments. ARP’s highest coverage level is 90% compared to 85% for RP.
Use of a 90% coverage level offers the ability to increase the guarantee, thereby obtaining additional
protection against low prices. Obtaining additional protection seems prudent in 2017 as risks of downward
movements in soybeans seem more of a concern than in a typical year (see farmdoc daily, January 23,
2017).
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Settlement prices during the month of February of the November CME contract will be used to set the
projected price. Chicago Mercantile Exchange (CME) soybean contract for November 2017 delivery
currently is trading around $10.20 per bushel. A $10.20 per bushel projected price would be $1.35 higher
than last year’s projected price of $8.85 per bushel. In and of itself, a higher projected price will offer
additional revenue protection on soybeans.
Moving up to a 90% coverage level increases the price below which crop insurance payments occur.
Given a $10.20 projected price and a 90% coverage level, harvest prices below $9.18 ($10.20 x .90)
would generate payments, given that the harvest yield equals the guarantee yield. The $9.18 price
compares to an $8.67 break-even price at an 85% coverage level, and an $8.16 break-even at an 80%
coverage level.
Many farmers in Warren County can purchase ARP at 90% coverage levels for less than RP at an 85%
coverage level. Figure 2 shows 2017 quotes for RP and ARP. The 85% RP policy at the enterprise level
has a farmer-paid premium of $13.04 per acre. ARP’s premiums at the 90% coverage level range from
$12.37 for the 80% protection level to $18.56 for the 120% protection level.
Farmers can select the protection level from the range between 80% and 120%, with premium increasing
with higher protection levels. When insurance payments occur, they will be higher with higher protection
levels. At a 57.5 bushel per acre harvest yield and an $8.80 harvest price, a payment of $24 per acre is
received for an 80% protection level and a $36 per acre payment is received at a 120% protection level
(see Table 1).

2

farmdoc daily

January 24, 2017

Table 1. 2017 ARP payments for a Warren County, Illinois
Soybean Policy1

Harvest
Price

$8.40
$8.60
$8.80
$9.00

County yield = 57.5

County yield = 60.0

Protection Level
80%
120%

Protection Level
80%
120%

$/acre
50
37
24
12

$/acre
75
55
36
17

$/acre
20
13
0
0

$/acre
40
20
0
0

1

Payments are give for a 57.5 bushel expected yield and a $10.20 projected price.
The projected price for 2017 has not been set and can vary from $10.20.

Harvested yield also has an impact on payments, as is illustrated in Table 1. The final two columns are
given for a 60 bushel per acre county yield, which is one bushel lower than the 2015 yield. At a 60 bushel
per acre county yield, payments do not occur at the $8.80 and higher harvest prices (see Table 1).
Caveats
Other factors to consider if switching to ARP include:
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ARP does not have prevented planting or replant payments while RP does. The coverage on
ARP begins when the crop is planted.



Because ARP used county yields in its calculations, a farm may not receive a payment if the farm
has a poor yield and the county does not.
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Like RP, ARP has made few payments in the last ten years. From 2005 to 2015, the loss ratio on
ARP 90% in Warren County is .18 compared to .17 for RP. Given comparable loss history,
moving to ARP should be viewed as increasing loss performance.



The relative premiums on RP and ARP vary across counties. Not all counties will have a 90%
ARP premium that is lower than the 85% RP policies.



The quotes above are made using a .17 volatility. The 2017 volatility is not known yet and has a
large influence on premiums. As volatilities increase, ARP tends to cost more relative to RP.
Premium comparisons will be influenced by the 2017 volatility, which will be known at the end of
February.

Summary
ARP may be an attractive alternative to RP this year for some farmers who are concerned with downside
price moments on soybeans. Switching to ARP offers a higher coverage level. To obtain this higher
coverage level, farmers will need to give up farm-level coverage.
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