Potential 1ssues and Deficiencies in Modeler Submissions
2008 Standards

Prepared by the Professional Team for the
Florida Commission on Hurricane Loss Projection Methodology

March 13, 2009

The Professional Team held a conference call on March 12, 2009 {o discuss the model
submissions received for review and determination of acceptability under the 2008 Standards.
The following items are submitted to the Commission as potential deficiencies and issues to be
addressed at the March 19, 2009 Commission meeting,

The Professional Team will issue a pre-visit letter containing specific issues and questions which
the Professional Team has identified that they intend to cover while on-gite. The Professional
Team Reports prepared during the on-site reviews will include the pre-visit letter and a list of all
corrections to be made in the submissions prior to the May model review meetings.

Potential Issue

To be addressed by all modelers:
Describe how the model incorporates number of stories in the vulnerability functions.

Potential Deficiencies

/

AIR Worldwide Corporation — Atlantic Tropical Cyclone Model V11.0

1. Standard G-1 (page 14)
In response to standard, no mention of probable maximum loss as part of the scope

2. Standard A-11 (page 149) -
No response to standard

3. Standard C-1 (page 322)
Response to part C is included as part D of the standard

Applied Research Associates, Inc. — Hurl.oss Version 4.2 _ -

1. Standard G-1 (page 17)
In response to standard, no mention of probable maximum, loss as part of the scope

2. Standard A-11 (page 116)
No response to standard

3. Form A-9 (pages 185-188)
No description provided on derivation of uncertainty intervals



EQECAT, Inc. — Florida Hurricane Model 2009

1. Standard G-1 (page 10)
In response to standard, no mention of probable maximum loss as part of the scope

2. Standard G-1, Disclosure 1 (page 10) and Model Identification (page 5)
No version number provided

3. Standard G-1, Disclosure 2 (pag.e‘ 10) :
Summary provided is not comprehensive, as required. For example, referenced
publications listed on pages 20-22 are not incorporated in the text.

4. Standard G-1, Disclosure 5 (page 23)
Effect of the change on personal lines residential loss costs not provided

5. Standard V-1 (page 74)
In the third paragraph under part A, the language indicates an additional update to the
mobile home vulnerability functions from those that were initiated previously. If so, the
update should be included in Standard G-1, Disclosure 5. If not, this language should
more clearly reflect the current submission.

6. Form A-9 (page 217)
No uncertainty intervals provided

qurida Public Hurrieane Loss Model 3.1 _ / ‘

1. Standard G-1, Disclosure 5 (page 63)
For item 3 on the “leak model,” effect of the change on personal lines residential loss
costs not provided ' ‘

Risk Management Sclutions, In¢. — RiskLink 8.0.1a

l. Form M-2 (page 133)
Maximum windspeed locations not plotted on maps in Figure 15



