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[bookmark: OLE_LINK6]The Statistical Data (C) Working Group of the Casualty Actuarial and Statistical (C) Task Force met May 20, 2026. The following Working Group members participated: Sandra Darby, Chair, (ME); Brad Gerling, Vice Chair (MO); Charles Hale and Kyle Ogden (AL); Lori Dreaver Munn (AZ); George Bradner (CT); David A. Christhilf (DC); Colton Schulz (ND); Christian Citarella (NH); Alexander Vajda (NY); Landon Hubbart (OK); David Dahl (OR); and Ken Burton (TX). Also participating were: Luciano Gobbo (CA); Daniel Zhong (FL); Julie Rachford (IL); John Sobhanian, Nichole Torblaa, and Niles Watson (LA); Phillip Glasovatz (MI); Kelsey McElroy (MN); Mari Kindberg (MT); Eric Scott and Kalen Short (TN); Kelly Christensen (UT); William Wilder (WA); and Jeff Grothman (WI).


1. Adopted its April 8 Meeting Minutes

The Statistical Data (C) Working Group met on April 8, 2026 to discuss comments on the Statistical Handbook of Data Available to Regulators (Handbook).

Schulz made a motion, seconded by Gerling, to adopt the April 8 meeting minutes. The motion passed unanimously.

1. Discussed Comments on Handbook Sections 1, 2, 3, 5, 7, and 8

Darby said questions that were outstanding from the previous Working Group meeting were sent to statistical agents. She said statistical agents were asked how they collect protection codes and how are carriers that don’t use protection codes in rating handled for homeowners policies. A National Independent Statistical Service (NISS) said they recently made changes to their statistical plan for homeowners and they now use the same protection codes as Insurance Services Office (ISO). NISS also said they added a code for companies that do not use protection codes in rating. Independent Statistical Services (ISS) said they assign a code for companies that do not use protection codes in rating. American Association of Insurance Services (AAIS) said they collect fire protection rating codes based on AAIS classification plans and they can also collect fire loss assignments. Laura Panesso (ISO) said ISO collects the actual public protection classification (PPC) and if a carrier does not utilize PPC ISO can grant them permission to report a default code. 

Darby asked the Working Group if protection codes should be collected as is, if the protection codes should be broken out and collected individually, or if the Handbook should add a code to indicate companies that do not use protection codes. Bradner agreed that the Handbook should at least collect a code for companies that do not use protection codes. He said there are companies that are creating new protection classes and the Handbook should allow for that flexibility. Schulz suggested breaking out the protection codes and using an additional code for companies not using PPC. The Working Group agreed to break out each individual protection code, add a code for companies that don’t use PPC and insert language that companies should match to the closest equivalent code if using a different type of code. 

Darby said statistical agents were asked if collect the data outlined in the transaction identifiers section for endorsements. NISS responded that they collect written premium and written exposures for endorsements. ISS responded that they collect written premium, paid losses, and outstanding losses but not allocated losses. AAIS and ISO responded that they do collect the transaction identifier elements for endorsements. The Working Group agreed to collect written premium and paid loss amounts for endorsements. 

Darby said statistical agents were asked if they had suggestions for catastrophe codes. NISS responded that some larger companies collect Property Claim Services (PCS) catastrophe codes and some companies have their own internal catastrophe codes. They said it would be important for the Handbook to clearly define “catastrophe” as this will not be reported the same by all companies. ISS responded that companies have different internal thresholds for catastrophes. AAIS responded that they do not directly collect catastrophe codes. Panesso said ISO does not collect the PCS codes for this data and it would not be a one size fits all approach in terms of defining catastrophes. Schulz said the PCS codes could be backed into with the date of loss. The Working Group agreed with this approach and did not implement catastrophe codes.

Darby said statistical agents were asked if they had suggested changes to the Type of Loss section. NISS responded that they recently made changes to their cause of loss field due to mandates in North Carolina. ISS responded that any changes to type of loss needs to be consistent across all statistical agents. AAIS and ISO responded that they collect more granular loss codes. Panesso said the Handbook should not collect anything too granular, especially within the different types of fire losses. The Working Group agreed to combine fire and fire caused by lightning, and separately collect lightning damage with no fire. They also agreed to collect wildfire as its own type of loss. 

Darby said statistical agents were asked to verify if their farmowners programs were classified as personal lines or commercial lines. NISS and ISS said they do not distinguish between personal lines and commercial lines for farmowners. AAIS said they have a data field which distinguishes personal lines from commercial lines. ISO said farmowners is collected under their commercial statistical plan. Bradner said smaller farming operations should be collected as personal lines and should be distinguished from large commercial farming operations. Darby asked the statistical agents to look into the eligibility requirements for farmowners being reported as a commercial line. 

The Working Group discussed the current instructions in the Handbook that specify reporting either the All Other Perils deductible or the wind and hail deductible if it is different than the All Other Perils deductible. The Working Group agreed that the Handbook should be changed to specify reporting the deductible applying to all other perils and the highest deductible amount of any peril specific deductible.

Darby asked statistical agents to look into how they are reporting out claim counts when they collect claims counts on both a per-accident and per-claimant basis. 

Having no further business, the Statistical Data (C) Working Group adjourned.
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