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QUESTION 22-065 

EMERGENCY RELIEF PROGRAM (ERP) Q AND A 
AIP QUESTIONS AND RMA RESPONSES 

 

Q1: An insured had a 2021 winter wheat policy with SCO, and both the underlying coverage and SCO coverage had 
payable claims. Both claims were paid before the end of April 2022. The crop insurance data snapshots for the 2020 CY 
and 2021 CY were captured on May 2, 2022. 

Assuming this insured was in an affected area, should they have received a 2021 CY ERP letter and form since the claims 
were paid and records cleared before the data snapshot date? Or, because the 2021 policy included SCO, was this winter 
wheat held until a later Phase 1 mailing?  

RMA A1: No, due to the SCO, it will come in with the later run for those policies. 

 

Q2: If a claim is corrected after the ERP policy and loss data snapshot was taken, calculations completed, and 
information provided to FSA for printing, how will RMA review the corrected claim data? Will RMA recalculate the ERP 
amount, and will FSA collect money from the farmer? 

RMA A2: Phase 1 is only using the data as previously submitted. If the producer comes in for Phase 2 for some reason, 
then it may be picked up there, otherwise the revised claim will not affect payments. 

 

Q3: Insured producer or policy information is incorrect on an ERP Form 520, but the information is correct in the AIP 
systems and was accepted at RMA via PASS before May 2. Because insureds are directed back to their crop insurance 
agents and AIPs for handling questions/issues with form information, please clarify: 

• What action can an insured, agent, or AIP take if the data is accurate in the AIP databases and the AIP knows that 
data was accepted at RMA? 

• What type of information can be manually corrected on ERP Form 520? When is Form 520 information allowed to 
change? 

• Must RMA and FSA provide new data and a new pre-printed form? How does an insured make that request? 

RMA A3: The main thing is to consult the FAQs to understand why it may not be on the ERP Form 520. If it is still unclear, 
the AIP may contact RMA to verify policy-specific data. However, to date, it is very rare to encounter data errors. The 
Form 520 cannot be “corrected” as phase 1 only handles cases as presented in the current data [as of the May 2, 2022 
snapshot]. Producers may come back in phase 2 to reconcile perceived errors.  

 

Q4: How were policies where the tenant insured the landlord’s share (or vice versa) handled? 

• Did the data pull identify the tenant as having 100% share? If so, we assume the indemnity on the ERP Form 520 will 
show only for the tenant, who would be expected to share the correct percent with the landlord. Is that correct? 

• Or did the data pull only identify the tenant, without the landlord’s share noted? If so, we are unsure how that 
would appear on the ERP Form 520. Could you explain? 
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RMA A4: Please consult the FAQs on landlord tenant situation. The landlord tenant data on the Form 520 is based on 
crop insurance reported share and SBIs. Tenants can assign share to landlords listed as SBIs. 

 

Q5: How were Transfers of Coverage handled?  We are hearing that the ERP Form 520 went to the insured who 
originally had the insurable share, and the two parties will need to meet to delineate their correct shares on the ERP 
Form 520 so the transferee gets paid as the person who received the indemnity on the transferred acreage. Is this 
correct? Could you please clarify how such data was handled? 

RMA A5: Please consult the FAQs. 

 

Q6: Who is required to sign the ERP Form 520? 

• Is it only the person who enters a percent share in column 13 of the ERP Form 520?  For example, on a Spousal 
policy both the husband and the wife are showing in column 12, the Husband with a (P) and the wife with the (SBI). 
If the husband enters 100% in his name and the wife nothing, does all the money go to the husband?  If they enter a 
50/50 split on the 520, will the amount in column 10 be split in half and two checks/deposits made, half of column 
10 to each?  

• OR, because both are listed on the ERP Form 520 a share must be entered, totaling 100%, and anyone who’s name 
shows in column 12 must sign, even if 100% of the indemnity is going to one individual? 

• If Farmer A and Farmer B have 50/50 share with FSA, but RMA considers them a Joint Venture with one RMA policy 
instead of two and Farmer A is the Primary Policyholder using Farmer A's SSN as their CCID, will Farmer A (or RMA 
Joint Venture name) receive the full ERP payment regardless of FSA 50/50 shares?  Would SBI Farmer B not appear 
on the ERP Form 520?  Would the two farmers be expected to leave the ERP Form 520 as-is and split the money that 
Farmer A will receive with only Farmer A signing the 520 OR do they split the money 50/50, add Farmer B to the 
form and have Farmer B sign? 

RMA A6: Anyone receiving a share as reported by the policyholder on the Form 520. 

 

Q7: We had a couple of wildfires out here this year [during 2021].  We were wondering how this would affect an ERP 
payment.  The insured carried a private product line for fire loss, and we had to include the amount that exceeded the 
deductible into the loss. The amount exceeded was transferred into uninsured bushels that counted as production to 
count on the 2021 CY claim. 

The example below shows the fire policy paid $392,105 minus the difference of Guarantee $141,554 to UI cause of loss 
$250,551.  This converted into 25,411 bushels of UI cause. 

How were situations like this handled when data was prepared to send to FSA for printing? What information was used 
to arrive at a potential ERP payment? 
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RMA A7: Private product indemnities are not considered in the ERP calculations. 

 

Q8: For policies with the RP plan of insurance, is the harvest price used in the calculation? The documentation states 
“expected value” and it appears that the prefilled forms do account for a higher harvest price if RP, we haven’t found 
where is specifically states it is used. 

RMA A8: Please consult the FAQ and white paper. 

 

Q9: Should the share on the ERP form match the share reported for crop insurance?  Some FSA offices are saying it 
should be 100% because they are really asking if the applicant is entitled to 100% of that ERP payment. 

RMA A9: The calculated payment amount already considers the reported crop share from insurance.  

 

Q10: Joint Venture scenario: A crop insurance policy is established as a Joint Venture with three operators listed as SBIs, 
and one of their SSNs is used as/for the named insured. Who enters a percent share in column 13 of ERP Form 520?  
Scenario details:   

The ERP application for a JV is under the primary shareholder’s name (instead of the entity name) and only 
shows the primary shareholder in field 12 (none of the SBI/shareholders in the JV are showing). If the primary 
shareholder claims 100% for the entity on line 13, he will exceed the program limits of $250,000 (they qualify for 
extended limit). If the primary shareholder claims only his 25% share of the JV, the other 75% of the ERP 
indemnity will not be indemnified to the other JV partners. 

Is it possible to allow for ERP fixes for JV operators? In other words, allow producer to complete the application 
listing the JV partners and their shares and allow FSA to key? 

RMA A10: Please consult the FAQ. If using an SSN, that person would at a minimum need to report on the form; 
however, all shareholders receiving payment must sign the form. If using EIN, it would depend on the corporate setup of 
the JV and whoever has signature authority at FSA. In some circumstances that require fixes to SBIs, the applicant may 
have to resolve in phase 2. 

 

Q11: The ERP FAQs on RMA’s website contain the following Q & A: 

Q – What if I am the primary crop insurance policy holder with other Substantial Beneficial Interests (SBI) listed on my 
application and I have designated SBI shares, but am not able to collect all SBI signatures on my ERP application?  
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A – The ERP application will be considered incomplete. 

The ERP Form 520 only includes one signature block for an SBI. Where are the other SBIs expected to sign? In close 
proximity to the signature and date space provided?  

What if there are more than the form can “hold”? Is there a second page or addendum that can be used to comply with 
the SBI signature requirement? 

RMA A11: There are signature blocks on the Form 520 for each SBI. This shouldn’t be an issue. 

 

Q12: Would RMA please step AIPs through the below white paper example, providing the field names used from the P11 
and P21 records (and where they round)? 

 

AIP ERP calculation questions: Can the RMA provide an indemnity simulator so farmers and agents can use to validate 
their indemnities? Can RMA provide datasets to individual AIPs by grower which were used to calculate indemnities? 

In summary, either RMA, AIPs or the FSA will need to provide answers. Right now, it looks like the crop insurance agents 
were volunteered. 

RMA A12: RMA is not planning to release such a tool or the underlying datasets. That is why the white paper with full 
calculations was provided. 

 

Q13: Is it correct to say that if claim data was sent after May 2, 2022, and the policy meets ERP criteria, the producer will 
receive payment in Phase 2? For example, there were claims being worked or re-worked that were closed after May 2, 
2022.  

RMA A13: That is not correct. For example, policies with SCO that have not yet been included may still have pending 
action prior to phase 2. Rules for Phase 2 will be released at a later date. 

 

Q14: Does crop have to be planted to qualify?  



  
JUNE 2022 EDITION OF ASKED AND ANSWERED 7 

 

RMA A14: Prevented planting is covered by ERP, but the claim record had to include a date of damage in the 2020 or 
2021 calendar year. 

  

Q15: The Buy Up policies seem to match up with previous indemnity amounts, however CAT polices are calculating at 
75% payment factor and I guess 75% price factor which is far different than the 50/55% CAT levels.  What are they using 
for price factors on CAT?  

RMA A15: 100% price election percent is used for ERP. 

  

Q16: Crops that are an irrigated practice, were indemnified for failure of irrigation supply, would they need to be in a D3 
drought county to qualify or would they qualify at all? 

RMA A16: The producer is certifying they were impacted by a qualifying event. For drought to be considered a qualifying 
event it must be in a county that experienced D2 for 8 weeks or D3/D4 conditions. Links to the qualifying drought 
counties are included in the press release and excess heat is also a qualifying cause. A review or spot check may require 
additional documentation.  

 

Q17: ECO and SCO indemnities will be netted out, correct? If so, will insureds who purchased ECO and SCO be worse off 
than those that did not purchase either? 

RMA A17: ERP will provide a higher factor if SCO/ECO were purchased unless the underlying policy is already at 80/85% 
where the ERP factor already maxes out at 95%. While any SCO/ECO indemnities are netted out, it's based on indemnity 
less the producer premium/fees associated with SCO/ECO, not just the underlying coverage. If there were no SCO/ECO 
indemnity, the SCO/ECO producer premium is still deducted from the underlying policy indemnity. So, they are no worse 
off regardless of the situation since they are being reimbursed for premium and fees. 

 

Q18 – Cause of Loss and FSA referring insureds back to agents/AIPs:  

• Is there a specific list of causes of loss that are covered under the program? 

• We have a policyholder who received a new ERP application on his grain sorghum. The cause of loss on his MPCI 
policy was “Hot, Dry, Winds”. The FSA sent him to his agent to find out if this peril would be covered by ERP. Is this a 
covered peril for the ERP program?  The FSA FAQs, handbook, fact sheets, etc. do not mention hot, dry winds. 

RMA A18 – Cause of Loss and FSA referring insureds back to agents/AIPs:  

Please consult the FAQs. Regarding producer’s contacting their crop insurance agent, producer’s may not know (or 
remember) what cause(s) of loss are reported on their crop insurance claim records. While this is not in and of itself 
a limiting factor, it may help them in their decision process. Likewise, cause of loss dates are important to the ERP 
process since the unit must have at least one date reported in the 2020 or 2021 calendar year and the producer may 
not be aware of what dates were recorded by the adjuster. This is more important when the producer believes 
information is missing on their application although no reconciliation process currently exists.  

Crop insurance claim record COLs are not defining ERP eligibility but may provide supporting documentation if 
needed during a review or spot check. The producer is certifying to being impacted by a qualifying event as outlined 
in the NOFA and other material provided. The producer may need to provide other documentation if reviewed or 
undergoing spot check. There is not a defined criteria or trigger for each qualifying event (much like we don’t have a 
defined or absolute criteria for listing drought, excess heat, etc. as a cause of loss). 

https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.fsa.usda.gov/news-room/news-releases/2022/usda-to-provide-approximately-6-billion-to-commodity-and-specialty-crop-producers-impacted-by-2020-and-2021-natural-disasters__;!!G6MNE2S8Nw!ib7THYspvdFAL0RR3xbfK3b_tNze-AkGx85he7c_raOHwdgvxsy4zeOY2QqJl2BTO3CG-kQywnmXLvcNpEeSbg$
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Q19: If a policyholder receives an ERP payment for one crop, is he required to insure all crops that he plants?  

RMA A19: No, only the crop/county that they receive an ERP payment on must be insured for the next two available 
crop years (which is determined based on the timing of the ERP payment). 

 

Q20: If receiving a payment, is the producer is required to have at least the 60% level of coverage? 

RMA A20: Correct if they have a Federal crop insurance product then the coverage level must be 60% or greater.  If the 
ERP payment was made on a crop that only has FSA’s NAP program then they have to have NAP at catastrophic level or 
higher. 

 

Q21: If a policyholder has a 50% or CAT level they will have to increase the level of coverage?   

RMA A21: Coverage must be increased to a level that equates to 60% of the crop value being insured in the 
crop/county. As with WHIP+, supplemental coverages (SCO, ECO, MP, STAX, HIPWI) do count towards meeting the 
requirement if the coverage attaches. Keep in mind any interactions with ARC/PLC decisions and those supplemental 
coverages do not attach to prevent plant acres.   

 

Q22: Is there a way an agent will know (beside the policyholder telling us) that a crop insurance coverage increase is 
needed to meet the linkage requirement?  

RMA A22: The policyholder needs to tell their agent.  When they sign the ERP application, they are acknowledging that 
they understand they have to purchase insurance for the next 2 years.  FSA/RMA will be monitoring this and will ask for 
the ERP payment back if the insured did not satisfy the insurance requirements. 

 

Q23: Would PRF Haying Type be eligible under ERP?  We know that crops intended for grazing are not eligible.   

RMA A23: PRF Haying is included in the crop insurance data for ERP. Producers would be certifying that a portion of 
their production loss was attributed to a qualifying natural disaster event. 

 

Q24: Does Apiculture (API) qualify for ERP? 

RMA A24: Yes. 

 

Q25: We’re hearing reports of FSA offices directing producers to their crop insurance agent/AIP for program information 
and facilitation. However, based on everything we’ve seen so far, it appears that everything is done via FSA and all crop 
insurance loss data should be available to them for 2020/2021 via RMA data (similar to how WHIP+ worked transmission 
wise).  Other than agents answering questions regarding their crop insurance coverages, there’s nothing additional that 
needs to occur from the crop insurance agent/AIP side of things is there? Examples:  

• Sac City and Ida County, IA FSA offices telling producers to ask their crop insurance agent what they need to do to 
get signed up for this program.  

• Numerous county offices in Oklahoma asking crop insurance agents for producer loss documents.  
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• Concerns from agents in OH where ERP payments are being triggered when crop insurance losses in certain areas 
were extremely minimal (i.e.: Allen County, OH has a list of guys receiving significant ERP payments but they had no 
losses and it’s not a county included in the drought lists. 

• Clay Co, KS FSA office is telling producers to talk to the crop insurance agent to get an estimate of a potential ERP 
payment.  This is even after the prefilled application has been received from what I’m told. 

RMA A25: 

• We have shared these examples with USDA. Hopefully, these are isolated instances. You should only need to clarify 
crop insurance coverage questions, which could involve working through specific issues with RMA as happened with 
WHIP+. Because RMA performed the ERP calculations and provided the final print-ready data to FSA, we hoped the 
questions would be few and far between. 

o RMA Resource: https://www.rma.usda.gov/News-Room/Continuing-Interest/Emergency-Relief-Program-
and-Natural-Disaster-Resources 

o FSA Resource: https://www.fsa.usda.gov/programs-and-services/emergency-relief/index 

• Notifications for the 2020 CY should all be out from FSA. However, any 2021 CY policies in a qualifying impact area 
with open claims not yet sent to RMA or with SCO, STAX, ECO, or MP on the policy that will have a claim issued soon 
will be included in a second round of Phase 1 calculations and form issuances later this summer. 

 

Q26: The PP insurance period for carryover insureds goes back to the previous year’s SCD.  Producers with 2020 PP 
claims that had COL / DOD in 2019 are supposedly not considered eligible for the ERP payment.  Was this intentionally 
left off or wasn’t it considered and should have been?  Producers are really upset, and this is creating all sorts of 
requests for the AIP to change the Date of Damage or Cause of Loss (even though those are valid).  The fall of 2019 was 
wet, cold and had heavy snows that left crops in the field until spring. Clarification from RMA is needed as to whether 
these were intentionally excluded or not and if not, what producers can do about it.  

RMA A26: The legislation is intended to offer ERP payments for weather disasters that happened in calendar years 2020 
and 2021, so that would preclude damage that occurred in 2019. It is possible that these situations that persisted into 
2020 could be considered in Phase 2. 

 

Q27: If our AIP has questions about specific policy information on the ERP forms, do we send those detailed ERP 
questions through NCIS, or do we send those to someone/a group at RMA?  For example, our AIP just received questions 
concerning the SBIs on a couple of policies; in each case, the SBIs are not listed on the policies in our system, and we’re 
uncertain where the data is coming from. 

RMA A27: Work through specific policy/data-related questions with RMA directly, much as happened when resolving 
CFAP2 and WHIP+ detailed policy-level concerns. RMA will be able to review the policy data in place at the time the 
initial ERP Phase 1 data snapshot was captured (May 2, 2022) and provided to FSA for printing. 

  

https://www.rma.usda.gov/News-Room/Continuing-Interest/Emergency-Relief-Program-and-Natural-Disaster-Resources
https://www.rma.usda.gov/News-Room/Continuing-Interest/Emergency-Relief-Program-and-Natural-Disaster-Resources
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fclicktime.symantec.com%2F3Hk1qgqaZ1Pr8cvXFYQCH5e6xn%3Fu%3Dhttps%253A%252F%252Fwww.fsa.usda.gov%252Fprograms-and-services%252Femergency-relief%252Findex&data=05%7C01%7C%7Ce646c01c64774d10661208da440a86d0%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637897109245679756%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=MbR7SfoabQ%2Bo5fyGgJv%2B38M%2BUyCfe8OH6k08JvwCNQg%3D&reserved=0
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QUESTION 22-066 

EMERGENCY RELIEF PROGRAM (ERP) Q AND A 
AIP QUESTIONS AND RMA RESPONSES 

 

Q1: An AIP identified an underpayment on a 2020 indemnity payment due to a keying error. The involved insured 
received an ERP Form 520, and that form shows the underpaid amount. The AIP will make the correction to reflect the 
loss paperwork. For ERP purposes, will such corrections (whether or 2020 or 2021 claims) automatically be picked up in 
the next run of ERP Phase 1 and a corrected/new ERP Form distributed to the insured? Or will such corrections be 
handled during ERP Phase 2? Is there any special action an AIP must take when correcting a claim? 

RMA A1: Awaiting additional input from FSA, but AIPs should be making corrections that are necessary and as required 
by crop insurance procedures. ERP Phase 1 currently does not have a mechanism to address errors in the data 
submitted. 

 
Q2: Would RMA please step AIPs through the below white paper example, providing the field names used from the P11 
and P21 records (and where they round)? 

 

 

RMA A2: We do not have and will not have a PASS-type exhibit for ERP calculations. Below are some additional 
descriptions and the terms used should be sufficient to cross-reference with PASS but please provide specifics if unclear. 

These rounding rules generally apply across plans: 

• Expected value and actual value are rounded to 2 decimals. 
• Coverage Level x Price Election Percent is rounded to 4 decimals. 
• Modified payment factor for area plans is rounded to 3 decimals. 
• The ERP payment string calculation is rounded to whole dollars. 
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For non-area plans, if the P21 loss guarantee amount is in production terms, it is converted to dollars in the expected 
value calculation (as shown in the white paper); otherwise, if it is already stated in dollars (e.g., dollar plan), the “x Price 
Election (Amount)” in the Plan 90 example in the white paper does not apply. Plan 43 uses Unit Value Before Loss as 
expected value. 
 
For non-area plans, actual value is described in the white paper with slightly different terms than used in PASS: 
“Production to Count” = P21 Production to Count Quantity; “Revenue to Count” = P21 Revenue Conversion Production 
to Count. When Production to Count Quantity for a non-combo/PRH plans is in dollars “x Price Election (Amount)” in the 
Plan 90 example in the white paper does not apply. Plan 43 uses Unit Value After Loss as actual value. 

For Plan 13, Loss Guarantee Amount (P21) includes the coverage level, so it is divided by the coverage level percent to 
calculate expected value. For ARPI, Plan 04 CAT is divided by 0.45 while Plan 04 buyup and 05 and 06 use Loss Guarantee 
Amount as the Expected Value. For STAX, Loss Guarantee Amount is divided by the STAX Coverage Range. 

For area plans, modified payment factors are calculated for all based on the “Final Index Value” and “Expected Index 
Value” from the ADM. For simplicity, an SCO/STAX-like calculation was used: 

MIN(100%,MAX(0%,(ERP Factor-Final Index Value ÷Expected Index Value))÷ERP Range) 

For 04, 05, 06: ERP Range = ERP Factor – 18%. 
For 13: ERP Range = ERP Factor 
For STAX: ERP Range = STAX Coverage Range + (ERP Factor – Coverage Level Percent) 

The ERP Payment formula for plan 13 is in the white paper. For 04, 05, and 06, the ERP Factor (ERP Coverage Level) 
does not apply in the formula since coverage level does not apply at this step under those plans (disappearing 
deductible). For STAX, ERP Factor is replaced with the ERP Range defined above. 

 

Q3: We are receiving a lot of questions about ERP as agents and growers are not getting answers on ERP from FSA.  The 
resounding answer growers are hearing is call your agent.  

The highest volume of questions is around drought. Some FSA County Office staff tell producers that if drought was 
listed as the cause of loss on their crop insurance loss production worksheet, but their location isn’t on the ERP drought 
monitor list of approved counties, they don’t qualify for an ERP payment.  

These growers are in Indiana, and their counties are not on the 2020 or 2021 drought monitor list of approved counties 
for ERP ‘drought’ benefits. However, these growers know there was pressure from heat or early excess moisture, and 
believe they qualify for ERP payments, but they’re nervous about signing because of County Office input. 

• Can these growers still qualify for ERP since they are certifying to FSA that they qualify? 

• Or must the crop insurance claim data have to have multiple causes of loss? 

AIPs cannot add causes of loss now to 2020 and 2021 claims, which is what the agents are asking us to do, and some are 
calling claims supervisors and directly pressuring them to make such changes. Is there another way around this, maybe a 
letter from an AIP showing multiple causes of loss?  

We suspect all AIPs are getting these questions to change claims and we can’t do different things across the industry. 
We appreciate any guidance or ERP published information that could help. 

RMA A3: Please provide the specific FSA County Offices with which these issues are occurring. FSA and RMA have 
provided several communications and updated FAQs. If AIPs/NCIS continue to receive general questions around 
drought, NCIS/AIPs can send the specific county office(s) to RMA, and they will provide to FSA for follow-up. 
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See FAQs Emergency Relief Program (usda.gov) 

Q. Are all counties eligible for payment even if they are not l isted on the eligible drought l ist? 

A. Yes. The exception is that if a producer is certifying to drought as the qualifying disaster 
event, the county must have been in a drought rated by the U.S. Drought Monitor as having a D2 
(severe drought) for eight consecutive weeks or a D3 (extreme drought) or higher level at any 
point during the applicable calendar year. If a producer is certifying to any other qualifying 
disaster event, all counties are eligible. 

Q. If my county did not qualify for drought based on the U.S. Drought Monitor am I automatically 
ineligible for ERP? 

A. Not necessarily, producers should review all qualifying events such as excessive heat and 
related condit ions. Producers that certify they had a qualifying event should be prepared to 
provide documentation that can substantiate their self-certification if they are reviewed during a 
spot check. 

The FSA ERP Handbook (https://www.fsa.usda.gov/Internet/FSA_File/1-erp_r00_a01.pdf) provides a relevant example in 
paragraph 45 on page 3-3: 

Example 2: Drought caused losses to 100 acres of wheat in a 300-acre unit. The remaining 200 acres suffered 
losses due to excessive heat. The drought was not a qualifying drought (D2 for eight consecutive weeks or D3 or 
higher); however, because part of the wheat in the unit suffered a loss due to a qualifying disaster event 
(excessive heat), the losses due to drought are also eligible. 

 

Q4: The chart on FSA ERP Handbook page 3-1 (Part 3, para. 45, item B), shown below, appears to indicate that there are 
no “related conditions” for drought. 

• If a crop insurance claim only lists drought as the cause of loss, would that exclude the grower from a payment if 
the policy county does not appear on the ERP drought list for the applicable calendar year? OR 

• Could the insured certify to FSA that there were multiple causes of loss related to drought, such as excessive 
heat, even if the other COLs were not on the insured’s claim production worksheet? 

 

https://www.fsa.usda.gov/programs-and-services/emergency-relief/index#erp
https://www.fsa.usda.gov/Internet/FSA_File/1-erp_r00_a01.pdf
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RMA A4: Although drought does not list/allow for ‘related conditions,’ a crop in a location may have suffered damage 
from a different (secondary, tertiary) cause of damage in addition to drought, or from a different qualifying disaster 
event. The ERP benefits are not identified through a specific crop insurance COL code. If the insured knows their crop 
suffered a production loss due to multiple damage causes or multiple qualifying disaster events, they can choose to 
certify so based on the ERP program and Form 520 guidelines. The insured should be able to support their attestation if 
they are asked to provide such support. 

See FAQs Emergency Relief Program (usda.gov) 

Q. Are all counties eligible for payment even if they are not l isted on the eligible drought l ist? 

A. Yes. The exception is that if a producer is certifying to drought as the qualifying disaster 
event, the county must have been in a drought rated by the U.S. Drought Monitor as having a D2 
(severe drought) for eight consecutive weeks or a D3 (extreme drought) or higher level at any 
point during the applicable calendar year. If a producer is certifying to any other qualifying 
disaster event, all counties are eligible. 

Q. If my county did not qualify for drought based on the U.S. Drought Monitor am I automatically 
ineligible for ERP? 

A. Not necessarily, producers should review all qualifying events such as excessive heat and 
related condit ions. Producers that certify they had a qualifying event should be prepared to 
provide documentation that can substantiate their self-certification if they are reviewed during a 
spot check. 

 

Q5: Below are a few counties from which we’re receiving ERP questions, specifically around drought, since these 
counties were extremely dry, but do not appear on the ERP drought listings:  

• Benton County, IN corn and soybeans 
• Johnson County, IN corn and soybeans 
• Morgan County, IN corn and soybeans 
• Warren County, IN Corn and soybeans 

 

A 2020 insured in these counties had early damage due to excess moisture, requiring crop replanting. That insured also 
had harvest production claims, and those claims identified the cause of loss as drought, but neither Johnson nor Morgan 
County, Indiana, appears on the drought county listing. Therefore, the FSA County Office staff told the insured they 
cannot qualify for ERP. Is that true? Is there documentation the insured could provide to FSA to qualify for the ERP 
benefit? 

RMA A5: Please see the FAQs noted in answers 3 and 4. 

 

Q6: Concerning PRF, an insured had 2020 and 2021 PRF coverage and received PRF indemnity payments, but the 
insured’s counties are not on the ERP drought county listings for either 2020 or 2021. This insured received ERP Form 
520 for their policies, showing an estimated ERP payment.  

However, just because they received all of this doesn’t mean they will get paid, correct? 

https://www.fsa.usda.gov/programs-and-services/emergency-relief/index#erp
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PRF would only pay according to the Rainfall Index, so we are uncertain how the drought designation fits (note: if 
relevant, the insured’s home county did not pay NAP in 2020 or 2021). Could you advise how to consider cause of loss 
for PRF? 

 

RMA A6: See FAQs Emergency Relief Program (usda.gov) 

Q. If I received a letter for Phase 1, am I automatically eligible for a disaster payment? 

A. No, before an ERP payment can be made producers are responsible for confirming and 
certifying that the indemnities shown on the letter are a result of a qualifying disaster event. 
Qualifying disaster events include wildfires, hurricanes ( including related excessive wind, storm 
surges, tornado, tropical storms, and tropical depression), f loods ( including related silt and 
debris), derechos (including related excessive wind), excessive heat, winter storms (including 
related blizzard and excessive wind), freeze ( including a polar vortex), smoke exposure, 
excessive moisture, and qualifying drought occurring in calendar years 2020 and 2021. Related 
condit ions must have occurred as a direct result of the indicated disaster event. “Qualifying 
drought” includes only those counties in which the drought intensity was rated by the U.S. 
Drought Monitor as having a D2 (severe drought) for eight consecutive weeks or a D3 (extreme 
drought) or higher level at any point during the applicable calendar year. 

 

Q7a: Can AIPs get a full download of county maps and a listing(s) of “qualifying events,” crops/states/counties? A list of 
all qualifying perils for all crops/states/counties would be ideal to help explain the following questions (we have 
received). 

RMA A7a: There is no listing of specific perils allowed for a given crop/state/county. The only restriction is on producer’s 
certifying to drought as the only cause of loss.  See FAQs Emergency Relief Program (usda.gov): 

 
Q. Are all counties eligible for payment even if they are not l isted on the eligible drought l ist? 

A. Yes. The exception is that if a producer is certifying to drought as the qualifying disaster 
event, the county must have been in a drought rated by the U.S. Drought Monitor as having a D2 
(severe drought) for eight consecutive weeks or a D3 (extreme drought) or higher level at any 
point during the applicable calendar year. If a producer is certifying to any other qualifying 
disaster event, all counties are eligible. 

While not in map form, FSA has provided listings of drought eligible counties: 

• 2020 drought counties eligible for ERP 

• 2021 drought counties eligible for ERP 

The ERP application does not ask the producer to provide qualifying event(s). On the application, the producer is 
certifying that a portion of their loss was due to a qualifying event. The producer may be required to 
substantiate the certification if reviewed or spot checked. 

Q7b: Example question(s) AIPs/Agents are receiving from growers revolve around the “qualifying disaster 
event.”  A few growers in Ohio have received letters from USDA/RMA stating that they see the farmer qualified 
for an ERP based on crop insurance indemnity info from 2020 or 2021.  The letter asks if the farmer agrees with 
the amount he/she was paid in these years, and if they agree to maintain crop insurance at least at the 60% 

https://www.fsa.usda.gov/programs-and-services/emergency-relief/index#erp
https://www.fsa.usda.gov/programs-and-services/emergency-relief/index#erp
https://www.fsa.usda.gov/Assets/USDA-FSA-Public/usdafiles/FactSheets/2022/fsa_erp_2020_factsheet_v2.pdf
https://www.fsa.usda.gov/Assets/USDA-FSA-Public/usdafiles/FactSheets/2022/fsa_erp_2021_factsheet_v2.pdf
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level moving forward.  These questions were answered, and letter returned to FSA for processing.  Some 
farmers have already received the deposit of their ERP. 

The questions are: How is qualifying for ERP determined, meaning, what peril? When only one cause of loss can 
be entered on a NOL, how then is RMA/FSA making this determination (when other than drought, which USDA 
defines as the area having to be rated by US Drought Monitor as D2 for 8 consecutive weeks, or D3/D4 level of 
drought intensity)? What if there were 2+ perils that may have caused the payable indemnity when only one can 
be noted on NOL?  What signifies a “qualifying disaster event?” 

RMA A7b: See FAQs Emergency Relief Program (usda.gov): 

Q. If I received a letter for Phase 1, am I automatically eligible for a disaster payment? 

A. No, before an ERP payment can be made producers are responsible for confirming and 
certifying that the indemnities shown on the letter are a result of a qualifying disaster event. 
Qualifying disaster events include wildfires, hurricanes ( including related excessive wind, storm 
surges, tornado, tropical storms, and tropical depression), f loods ( including related silt  and 
debris), derechos (including related excessive wind), excessive heat, winter storms (including 
related blizzard and excessive wind), freeze ( including a polar vortex), smoke exposure, 
excessive moisture, and qualifying drought occurring in calendar years 2020 and 2021. Related 
condit ions must have occurred as a direct result of the indicated disaster event. “Qualifying 
drought” includes only those counties in which the drought intensity was rated by the U.S. 
Drought Monitor as having a D2 (severe drought) for eight consecutive weeks or a D3 (extreme 
drought) or higher level at any point during the applicable calendar year. 

 
Q. Can my crop insurance agent tell me if I experienced a qualifying disaster event? 

A. Your crop insurance agent should be able to provide you information regarding your crop 
insurance claim and any documentation supporting that claim. For many, this documentation may 
directly relate to a qualifying disaster event under ERP. However, your crop insurance claim 
documentation by itself does not disqualify you from being eligible under ERP as it may not 
capture or document all qualifying disaster events impacting your production. You as the 
producer are responsible for certifying to a portion of your loss being attr ibuted to a qualifying 
disaster event. 

The ERP application does not ask the producer to provide qualifying event(s). On the application, the producer is 
certifying that a portion of their loss was due to a qualifying event. The producer may be required to 
substantiate the certification if reviewed or spot checked. 

 

Q8: Are farmers to wait on mail notification from USDA?  Can the farmer initiate the ERP application?  An FSA 
office in north central Ohio is explaining to farmers that they (farmer) should check with their crop insurance 
agent first before applying for ERP.  Why?  Maybe to ensure the farmer maintains 60% level of coverage or 
higher? 

RMA A8: See FAQs Emergency Relief Program (usda.gov): 

Q. What if I lost my ERP application or did not receive my ERP application in the mail? 

A. The FSA Office can reprint an application to be completed. 

However, common reasons for not being in the FSA system include: 1) 2020 crop year claim but the only 
damage date(s) reported by the AIP were in calendar year 2019 (damage date had to be in calendar year 2020 or 
2021); 2) SCO/ECO/STAX/MP exist on a 2021 crop/unit – these will be addressed late summer; 3) AIP had not yet 

https://www.fsa.usda.gov/programs-and-services/emergency-relief/index#erp
https://www.fsa.usda.gov/programs-and-services/emergency-relief/index#erp
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submitted the indemnity record; 4) producer did not have a crop insurance indemnity so would not be included 
in Phase 1. 

 

Q9: How does FSA know that we are insuring the landlord’s share? Say an insured insures two landlord shares. The AIP 
doesn’t transmit the landlord share by acreage line. FSA will not allow the insured to turn the application in without 
listing their shares of .0625, and in turn, we can’t list their share on the two EP lines as they don’t qualify for that share 
of the total units. 

RMA A9: Please provide the producer/policy number and county office contacted so RMA can follow-up. In general, 
Landlord/Tenant situations where the tenant insures the landlord’s share, shares should be representative of how the 
crop was reported to FSA. However, there is no hard and fast rule of how to assign these shares given the aggregated 
nature of the ERP application. 
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