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CONSOLIDATED PROPERTY CASUALTY INSURANCE RESULTS OF OPERATIONS
Consolidated property casualty insurance results include premiums and expenses for our standard market insurance
(commercial lines and personal lines segments) as well as our surplus lines operations.
(In millions) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Earned premiums $979 $889 10
Fee revenues 1 — nm
Total revenues 980 889 10
Loss and loss expenses from:
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 609 516 18
Current accident year catastrophe losses 96 18 433
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses (20 ) (3 ) (567 )
Prior accident years catastrophe losses (9 ) (7 ) (29 )
Loss and loss expenses 676 524 29
Underwriting expenses 305 287 6
Underwriting (loss) profit $(1 ) $78 nm

Ratios as a percent of earned premiums: Pt.
Change

    Current accident year before catastrophe losses 62.3  % 58.1  % 4.2
    Current accident year catastrophe losses 9.9 2.0 7.9
    Prior accident years before catastrophe losses (2.1 ) (0.3 ) (1.8 )
    Prior accident years catastrophe losses (1.0 ) (0.8 ) (0.2 )
Loss and loss expenses 69.1 59.0 10.1
Underwriting expenses 31.2 32.2 (1.0 )
Combined ratio 100.3  % 91.2  % 9.1

Combined ratio 100.3  % 91.2  % 9.1
Contribution from catastrophe losses and prior years reserve development 6.8 0.9 5.9
Combined ratio before catastrophe losses and prior years reserve development 93.5  % 90.3  % 3.2

Our consolidated property casualty insurance operations generated an underwriting loss of $1 million for the first
quarter of 2014, compared with an underwriting profit of $78 million for first-quarter 2013. The $79 million
year-over-year change largely reflected $76 million more in losses from weather-related natural catastrophes.
Weather-related losses not identified as part of designated catastrophe events for the property casualty industry,
typically referred to as noncatastrophe weather losses, also contributed to the 2014 underwriting loss. Noncatastrophe
weather-related losses in the first quarter of 2014 totaled $37 million more than first-quarter 2013. The unfavorable
effects of higher 2014 weather-related losses in aggregate offset the benefits in the first quarter of higher pricing and
our ongoing initiatives to improve pricing precision and loss experience related to claims and loss control practices.

We measure and analyze property casualty underwriting results primarily by the combined ratio and its component
ratios. The GAAP-basis combined ratio is the percentage of incurred losses plus all expenses per each earned premium
dollar – the lower the ratio, the better the performance. An underwriting profit results when the combined ratio is below
100 percent. A combined ratio above 100 percent indicates that an insurance company’s losses and expenses exceeded
premiums.

Our consolidated property casualty combined ratio for the first quarter of 2014 was 9.1 percentage points higher than
the ratio for first three months of 2013. Catastrophe losses were 7.7 percentage points higher, accounting for most of
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the increase. Noncatastrophe weather-related losses were 3.6 points higher, further contributing to the higher
first-quarter 2014 combined ratio.

The combined ratio can be affected significantly by natural catastrophe losses and other large losses as discussed in
detail below. The combined ratio can also be affected by updated estimates of loss and loss expense reserves

Cincinnati Financial Corporation First-Quarter 2014 10-Q
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established for claims that occurred in prior periods, referred to as prior accident years. Net favorable development on
prior accident year reserves, including reserves for catastrophe losses, lowered the combined ratio by 3.1 percentage
points in the first three months of 2014, compared with 1.1 percentage points in the same period of 2013. Net
favorable development is discussed in further detail in results of operations by property casualty insurance segment.

The ratio for current accident year loss and loss expenses before catastrophe losses also rose in the first quarter of
2014. The 62.3 percent ratio for the first three months of 2014 increased 4.2 percentage points compared with the
58.1 percent accident year 2013 ratio measured as of March 31, 2013, and was 1.7 points higher than the 60.6 percent
accident year 2013 ratio measured as of December 31, 2013. The effects of higher 2014 noncatastrophe
weather-related losses offset the effects of overall higher pricing, net of normal loss cost inflation.

The underwriting expense ratio decreased for the first three months of 2014, compared with the same period of 2013,
primarily due to higher earned premiums and ongoing expense management efforts.

Consolidated Property Casualty Insurance Premiums
(In millions) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Agency renewal written premiums $956 $845 13
Agency new business written premiums 123 135 (9 )
Other written premiums (42 ) (10 ) (320 )
Net written premiums 1,037 970 7
Unearned premium change (58 ) (81 ) 28
Earned premiums $979 $889 10

The trends in net written premiums and earned premiums summarized in the table above largely reflect the effects of
our premium growth strategies and better pricing.

Consolidated property casualty net written premiums for the three months ended March 31, 2014, grew $67 million
compared with the same period of 2013. Each of our property casualty segments continued to grow during the first
three months of 2014. Our premium growth initiatives from prior years provided an ongoing favorable effect on
growth during 2014, particularly as newer agency relationships mature over time. We discuss current initiatives in the
Highlights of Our Strategy and Supporting Initiatives section of this quarterly report. The main drivers of trends for
2014 are discussed by segment below in Results of Operations.

Consolidated property casualty agency new business written premiums for the three months ended March 31, 2014,
decreased $12 million compared with the same period of 2013. New business written premiums were lower than the
year-ago quarter for our commercial lines and personal lines insurance segments and higher for our excess and surplus
lines insurance segment. New agency appointments during 2013 and 2014 produced a $4 million increase in standard
lines new business for the first three months of 2014 compared with the same period in 2013. As we appoint new
agencies that choose to move accounts to us, we report these accounts as new business. While this business is new to
us, in many cases it is not new to the agent. We believe these seasoned accounts tend to be priced more accurately
than business that may be less familiar to our agent upon obtaining it from a competing agent.

Other written premiums include premiums ceded to our reinsurers as part of our reinsurance program. A decrease in
ceded premiums contributed $4 million to net written premium growth for the three months ended March 31, 2014,
compared with the same period of 2013. Other written premiums also included a less favorable adjustment for the first
three months of 2014, compared with the same period last year, for estimated direct written premiums of policies in
effect but not yet processed in our commercial lines insurance segment. The adjustments had an immaterial effect on
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earned premiums.
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Catastrophe losses typically have a material effect on property casualty results and can vary significantly from period
to period. Losses from natural catastrophes contributed 8.9 percentage points to the combined ratio in the first three
months of 2014, compared with 1.2 percentage points in the same period of 2013. Some of those losses were
applicable to loss deductible provisions of our collateralized reinsurance funded through catastrophe bonds. For our
collateralized reinsurance arrangement effective January 18, 2014, aggregate losses applicable through March 31,
2014, were less that $1 million for the specific geographic locations included in the severe convective storm portion of
that coverage. If aggregate losses after deductibles exceed $160 million during an annual coverage period, we can
recover the excess through funds that collateralize the catastrophe bonds. The following table shows catastrophe
losses and loss expenses incurred, net of reinsurance, as well as the effect of loss development on prior period
catastrophe events. We individually list declared catastrophe events for which our incurred losses reached or exceeded
$10 million.

Catastrophe Losses and Loss Expenses Incurred
(In millions, net of reinsurance) Three months ended March 31,

Comm. Pers. E&S
Dates Event Region lines lines lines Total
2014

Jan. 5-8 Freezing, ice and snow, wind Midwest, Northeast,
South $51 $24 $1 $76

All other 2014 catastrophes 11 9 — 20
Development on 2013 and prior catastrophes (3 ) (6 ) — (9 )
Calendar year incurred total $59 $27 $1 $87
2013
Mar. 18-19 Hail, wind South $2 $9 $— $11
All other 2013 catastrophes 5 2 — 7
Development on 2012 and prior catastrophes (4 ) (3 ) — (7 )
Calendar year incurred total $3 $8 $— $11

The following table includes data for losses incurred of $1 million or more per claim, net of reinsurance.

Consolidated Property Casualty Insurance Losses by Size
(In millions, net of reinsurance) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Current accident year losses greater than $5,000,000 $— $— nm
Current accident year losses $1,000,000-$5,000,000 23 30 (23 )
Large loss prior accident year reserve development 10 24 (58 )
Total large losses incurred 33 54 (39 )
Losses incurred but not reported 21 27 (22 )
Other losses excluding catastrophe losses 427 344 24
Catastrophe losses 86 10 760
Total losses incurred $567 $435 30

Ratios as a percent of earned premiums: Pt. Change
Current accident year losses greater than $5,000,000 — % — % —
Current accident year losses $1,000,000-$5,000,000 2.3 3.4 (1.1 )
Large loss prior accident year reserve development 1.1 2.6 (1.5 )
Total large loss ratio 3.4 6.0 (2.6 )
Losses incurred but not reported 2.2 3.1 (0.9 )
Other losses excluding catastrophe losses 43.6 38.7 4.9
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Catastrophe losses 8.7 1.1 7.6
Total loss ratio 57.9 % 48.9 % 9.0
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We believe the inherent variability of aggregate loss experience for our portfolio of larger policies is greater than that
of our portfolio of smaller policies, and we continue to monitor the variability in addition to general inflationary trends
in loss costs. Our analysis continues to indicate no unexpected concentration of these large losses and case reserve
increases by risk category, geographic region, policy inception, agency or field marketing territory. The first quarter
2014 property casualty total large losses incurred of $33 million, net of reinsurance, were lower than the $59 million
quarterly average during 2013 and were also lower than the $54 million for the first quarter of 2013. The ratio for
these large losses and case reserve increases was 2.6 percentage points lower compared with last year’s first quarter.
We believe results for the three-month period largely reflected normal fluctuations in loss patterns and normal
variability in large case reserves for claims above $1 million. Losses by size are discussed in further detail in results of
operations by property casualty insurance segment.

COMMERCIAL LINES INSURANCE RESULTS OF OPERATIONS
(In millions) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Earned premiums $692 $631 10
Fee revenues 1 — nm
Total revenues 693 631 10
Loss and loss expenses from:
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 410 370 11
Current accident year catastrophe losses 62 7 786
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses — (8 ) nm
Prior accident years catastrophe losses (3 ) (4 ) 25
Loss and loss expenses 469 365 28
Underwriting expenses 222 208 7
Underwriting profit $2 $58 (97 )

Ratios as a percent of earned premiums: Pt. Change
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 59.4  % 58.6  % 0.8
Current accident year catastrophe losses 8.9 1.1 7.8
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses 0.0 (1.2 ) 1.2
Prior accident years catastrophe losses (0.4 ) (0.7 ) 0.3
Loss and loss expenses 67.9 57.8 10.1
Underwriting expenses 32.0 33.0 (1.0 )
Combined ratio 99.9  % 90.8  % 9.1

Combined ratio 99.9  % 90.8  % 9.1
Contribution from catastrophe losses and prior years reserve development 8.5 (0.8 ) 9.3
Combined ratio before catastrophe losses and prior years reserve development 91.4  % 91.6  % (0.2 )

Overview
Performance highlights for the commercial lines segment include:
•Premiums – Commercial lines earned premiums and net written premiums rose during the first quarter of 2014
primarily due to higher renewal premiums that continued to reflect improved pricing. Lower new business written
premiums sightly offset premium growth. The premiums table below analyzes the primary components of earned
premiums. We continue to use predictive analytics tools to improve pricing precision while also leveraging our local
relationships with agents through the efforts of our teams that work closely with them. We seek to maintain
appropriate pricing discipline for both new and renewal business as our agents and underwriters assess account quality
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to make careful decisions on a case-by-case basis whether to write or renew a policy.
Agency renewal written premiums rose 13 percent for the first three months of 2014, reflecting higher pricing and
improving economic conditions. We measure average changes in commercial lines renewal pricing as the rate of
change in renewal premium for the new policy period compared with the premium for the expiring policy
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period, assuming no change in the level of insured exposures or policy coverage between those periods for respective
policies. During the first quarter of 2014, our standard commercial lines policies averaged estimated price increases
near the low end of a mid-single-digit range, also lower than in the fourth quarter of 2013. Our average commercial
lines pricing change includes the flat pricing effect of certain coverages within package policies written for a
three-year term that were in force but did not expire during the period being measured. Therefore, the average
commercial lines pricing change we report reflects a blend of three-year policies that did not expire and other policies
that did expire during the measurement period. For only those commercial lines policies that did expire and were
subsequently renewed during the first quarter of 2014, we estimate that the average price increase was again near the
middle of the mid-single-digit range, with smaller commercial property policies again experiencing average renewal
price percentage increases at the high end of the high-single-digit range.
Renewal premiums for our commercial casualty and workers’ compensation lines include the result of policy audits
that adjust initial premium amounts based on differences between estimated and actual sales or payroll related to a
specific policy. Net written premiums from audits during the first three months of 2014 netted $13 million. Audits
contributed $2 million of the $43 million net increase in net written premiums for the first quarter of 2014, compared
with the same period a year ago. The $61 million increase in earned premiums during the first three months of 2014,
compared with 2013, included a decrease from audit premiums of less than $1 million.
New business written premiums for commercial lines decreased $7 million or 7 percent during the first three months
of 2014, compared with the same period last year. Our workers' compensation and commercial auto lines of business
in aggregate decreased by $7 million, accounting for most of the total commercial lines decrease. In 18 of the 39 states
where we market standard market commercial lines, new business written premiums grew for the three-month period
of 2014 compared with the same period of 2013.
Other written premiums – which primarily include premiums ceded to our reinsurers as part of our reinsurance program
– included ceded commercial lines premiums for the first quarter of 2014 that totaled $4 million less than the first
quarter of 2013. Other written premiums included a less favorable adjustment for the first three months of 2014,
compared with the same period last year, for estimated direct written premiums of policies in effect but not yet
processed. The adjustments had an immaterial effect on earned premiums.

Commercial Lines Insurance Premiums
(In millions) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Agency renewal written premiums $713 $631 13
Agency new business written premiums 90 97 (7 )
Other written premiums (32 ) — nm
Net written premiums 771 728 6
Unearned premium change (79 ) (97 ) 19
Earned premiums $692 $631 10

•

Combined ratio – The commercial lines combined ratio rose for the three months ended March 31, 2014, compared
with the same period of 2013, primarily due to weather-related natural catastrophe losses that were 8.1 percentage
points higher. The first-quarter 2014 combined ratio also reflected higher noncatastrophe weather-related losses and a
lower amount of benefit from favorable reserve development on prior accident years.
Catastrophe losses accounted for 8.5 percentage points of the combined ratio for the three months ended March 31,
2014, compared with 0.4 percentage points for the same period last year. The 10-year annual average catastrophe loss
impact through 2013 for the commercial lines segment is 4.4 percentage points, and the five-year annual average is
5.7 percentage points. The first-quarter 2014 ratio for noncatastrophe weather-related losses at 5.1 percent was 3.0
percentage points higher than the same period a year ago.
The net effect of reserve development on prior accident years during the first three months of 2014 was favorable for
commercial lines overall by $3 million compared with $12 million for the same period in 2013. For the three months
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ended March 31, 2014, favorable reserve development on prior accident years in the workers’ compensation line of
business represented $10 million of the commercial lines favorable development, with the remaining commercial lines
of business netting to an unfavorable amount of $7 million. Most of that unfavorable
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amount was in our commercial casualty line of business, reflecting higher than expected reported loss development.
Most of the commercial casualty unfavorable reserve development occurred for accident year 2013 and reflected
larger than expected payments for both umbrella liability coverage and the liability portion of commercial package
policies. The favorable reserve development recognized during the first three months of 2014 for commercial lines
included $12 million of unfavorable development for accident years 2013 and 2012 in aggregate offset by $15 million
of favorable development for older accident years. Reserve estimates are inherently uncertain as described in our 2013
Annual Report on Form 10-K, Item 7, Critical Accounting Estimates, Property Casualty Insurance Loss and Loss
Expense Reserves, Page 49.
The commercial lines underwriting expense ratio decreased for the first three months of 2014, compared with the
same period of 2013, primarily due to higher earned premiums and ongoing expense management efforts.
Underwriting results and related measures for the combined ratio are summarized in the first table of Commercial
Lines Insurance Results of Operations. The tables and discussion below provide additional details for certain primary
drivers of underwriting results.

Commercial Lines Insurance Losses by Size
(In millions, net of reinsurance) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Current accident year losses greater than $5,000,000 $— $— nm
Current accident year losses $1,000,000-$5,000,000 18 26 (31 )
Large loss prior accident year reserve development 10 24 (58 )
Total large losses incurred 28 50 (44 )
Losses incurred but not reported 22 22 0
Other losses excluding catastrophe losses 282 225 25
Catastrophe losses 58 2 nm
Total losses incurred $390 $299 30

Ratios as a percent of earned premiums: Pt. Change
Current accident year losses greater than $5,000,000 — % — % —
Current accident year losses $1,000,000-$5,000,000 2.6 4.2 (1.6 )
Large loss prior accident year reserve development 1.4 3.7 (2.3 )
Total large loss ratio 4.0 7.9 (3.9 )
Losses incurred but not reported 3.2 3.5 (0.3 )
Other losses excluding catastrophe losses 40.6 35.6 5.0
Catastrophe losses 8.3 0.3 8.0
Total loss ratio 56.1 % 47.3 % 8.8

We continue to monitor new losses and case reserve increases greater than $1 million for trends in factors such as
initial reserve levels, loss cost inflation and claim settlement expenses. Our analysis continues to indicate no
unexpected concentration of these large losses and case reserve increases by risk category, geographic region, policy
inception, agency or field marketing territory. The first-quarter 2014 commercial lines total large losses incurred of
$28 million, net of reinsurance, were lower than the $48 million quarterly average during 2013. They were also lower
than the $50 million total large losses incurred for the first quarter of 2013. The ratio for these large losses and case
reserve increases was 3.9 percentage points lower compared with last year’s first quarter. We believe results for the
three-month period largely reflected normal fluctuations in loss patterns and normal variability in large case reserves
for claims above $1 million.

Commercial Lines of Business Analysis
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Approximately 95 percent of our commercial lines premiums relate to accounts with coverages from more than one of
our business lines. As a result, we believe that our commercial lines business is best measured and evaluated on a
segment basis. However, we provide line of business data to summarize premium and loss trends separately for each
line. The ratios shown in the table below are components of loss and loss expenses as a percentage of earned
premiums.  
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(In millions) Three months ended March 31,
2014 2013 % Change

Commercial casualty:
Written premiums $258 $237 9
Earned premiums 224 204 10
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 56.3  % 60.8  %
Current accident year catastrophe losses — —
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses 3.6 (11.5 )
Prior accident years catastrophe losses — —
Total loss and loss expenses ratio 59.9  % 49.3  %
Commercial property:
Written premiums $193 $166 16
Earned premiums 171 147 16
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 53.4  % 48.9  %
Current accident year catastrophe losses 27.7 2.8
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses (0.6 ) 2.0
Prior accident years catastrophe losses (0.9 ) (1.9 )
Total loss and loss expenses ratio 79.6  % 51.8  %
Commercial auto:
Written premiums $145 $135 7
Earned premiums 126 114 11
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 68.0  % 59.6  %
Current accident year catastrophe losses — 0.4
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses (0.2 ) 2.1
Prior accident years catastrophe losses (0.2 ) (0.2 )
Total loss and loss expenses ratio 67.6  % 61.9  %
Workers' compensation:
Written premiums $106 $113 (6 )
Earned premiums 92 88 5
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 76.8  % 71.8  %
Current accident year catastrophe losses — —
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses (10.3 ) (8.0 )
Prior accident years catastrophe losses — —
Total loss and loss expenses ratio 66.5  % 63.8  %
Specialty packages:
Written premiums $27 $40 (33 )
Earned premiums 36 39 (8 )
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 63.9  % 73.5  %
Current accident year catastrophe losses 39.9 6.4
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses (6.0 ) (2.5 )
Prior accident years catastrophe losses (3.0 ) (3.4 )
Total loss and loss expenses ratio 94.8  % 74.0  %
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(In millions) Three months ended March 31,
2014 2013 % Change

Management liability and surety:
Written premiums $30 $26 15
Earned premiums 31 29 7
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 37.4  % 44.5  %
Current accident year catastrophe losses — —
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses 19.8 60.8
Prior accident years catastrophe losses — —
Total loss and loss expenses ratio 57.2  % 105.3  %
Machinery and equipment:
Written premiums $12 $11 9
Earned premiums 12 10 20
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 20.9  % 15.0  %
Current accident year catastrophe losses — —
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses (11.0 ) 8.0
Prior accident years catastrophe losses — —
Total loss and loss expenses ratio 9.9  % 23.0  %

As discussed above, the loss and loss expenses ratio component of the combined ratio is an important measure of
underwriting profit and performance. Catastrophe losses are volatile and can distort short-term profitability trends,
particularly for certain lines of business. Development of loss and loss expense reserves on prior accident years can
also distort trends in measures of profitability for recently written business. To illustrate these effects, we separate
their impact on the ratios shown in the table above. For the three months ended March 31, 2014, the commercial line
of business with the most significant profitability challenge was specialty packages. On 10-K Page 72, we noted that
specialty package results were expected to improve over time due to efforts to improve pricing precision in addition to
various initiatives related to the property coverage portion of this line of business. Those underwriting actions and the
introduction of CinciPakTM – a new program designed to replace many of our specialty packages – are largely
responsible for a 33 percent decrease in specialty packages net written premiums for the first three months of 2014,
compared with the same period of 2013, despite the effects of higher average renewal prices on retained policies.
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PERSONAL LINES INSURANCE RESULTS OF OPERATIONS
(In millions) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Earned premiums $254 $231 10
Loss and loss expenses from:
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 172 126 37
Current accident year catastrophe losses 33 11 200
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses (11 ) 7 nm
Prior accident years catastrophe losses (6 ) (3 ) (100 )
Loss and loss expenses 188 141 33
Underwriting expenses 73 70 4
Underwriting (loss) profit $(7 ) $20 nm

Ratios as a percent of earned premiums: Pt. Change
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 67.8  % 54.7  % 13.1
Current accident year catastrophe losses 13.3 4.8 8.5
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses (4.5 ) 3.1 (7.6 )
Prior accident years catastrophe losses (2.5 ) (1.3 ) (1.2 )
Loss and loss expenses 74.1 61.3 12.8
Underwriting expenses 28.9 30.3 (1.4 )
Combined ratio 103.0  % 91.6  % 11.4

Combined ratio 103.0  % 91.6  % 11.4
Contribution from catastrophe losses and prior years reserve development 6.3 6.6 (0.3 )
Combined ratio before catastrophe losses and prior years reserve development 96.7  % 85.0  % 11.7

Overview
Performance highlights for the personal lines segment include:

•
Premiums – Personal lines earned premiums and net written premiums for the first quarter of 2014 continued to grow
primarily due to higher renewal premiums. The increase reflected improved pricing and a steady, high level of policy
retention. The premiums table below analyzes the primary components of earned premiums.
Agency renewal written premiums increased 12 percent for the first three months of 2014 because of rate increases in
recent years, ongoing high levels of policy retention, premium growth initiatives and a higher level of insured
exposures. In October 2013, we began our fifth round of increases for the homeowner line of business, averaging
approximately 10 percent, with some individual policy rate increases lower or higher based on attributes of risk that
characterized the insured exposure. Beginning in the first half of 2013, we implemented rate changes for our personal
auto line of business in the majority of the 30 states where we market personal lines policies. The average personal
auto rate change is an increase in the low-single-digit range, with some individual policies experiencing lower or
higher rate changes based on enhanced pricing precision enabled by predictive models.
Personal lines new business written premiums were lower during the first three months of 2014, compared with the
first three months of 2013. The decline began in the third quarter of 2013 as expected due to underwriting actions such
as expanded use of actual cash value loss settlement for older roofs. For the majority of states where we market
personal lines policies, those underwriting actions were effective beginning April 1, 2013.
Other written premiums – which primarily include premiums ceded to our reinsurers as part of our reinsurance program
– had a minimal effect on net written premium growth in the first quarter of 2014 because they totaled to an amount
similar to the same period of 2013.
We continue to implement strategies discussed in our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K, Item 1, Strategic Initiatives,
Page 12, to enhance our responsiveness to marketplace changes and to help achieve our long-term objectives for
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personal lines growth and profitability. These strategies include several initiatives to more profitably underwrite
property coverages.
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Personal Lines Insurance Premiums
(In millions) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Agency renewal written premiums $218 $195 12
Agency new business written premiums 21 28 (25 )
Other written premiums (8 ) (8 ) 0
Net written premiums 231 215 7
Unearned premium change 23 16 44
Earned premiums $254 $231 10

•Combined ratio – The personal lines combined ratio rose for the three months ended March 31, 2014, compared with
the same period of 2013, largely due to weather-related catastrophe losses that were 7.3 percentage points higher.
Catastrophe losses accounted for 10.8 percentage points of the combined ratio for the three months ended March 31,
2014, compared with 3.5 percentage points for the same period last year. The 10-year annual average catastrophe loss
ratio through 2013 for the personal lines segment was 11.3 percentage points, and the five-year annual average was
13.9 percentage points. The first-quarter 2014 ratio for noncatastrophe weather-related losses at 9.8 percent was 5.2
percentage points higher than the same period a year ago.
In addition to the rate increases discussed above, we continue to refine our pricing to better match premiums to the
risk of loss on individual policies. The results of improved pricing per risk and broad-based rate increases are expected
to help position the combined ratio at a profitable level over the long term. In addition, greater geographic
diversification is expected over time to reduce the volatility of homeowner loss ratios attributable to weather-related
catastrophe losses.
Personal lines reserve development on prior accident years was favorable during the first three months of 2014.
Favorable reserve development was $21 million higher for the first three months of 2014 compared with the same
period of 2013, with catastrophe loss development contributing $3 million of the increase. Almost three-quarters of
the $17 million of favorable reserve development on prior accident years recognized during the first three months of
2014 occurred in the homeowner line of business, reflecting lower than anticipated loss emergence on known claims.
The unfavorable reserve recognized during the first quarter of 2013 was attributable to our personal auto line of
business. Approximately three-quarters of the personal lines favorable reserve development recognized during the first
three months of 2014 was for accident years 2013 and 2012 in aggregate. Reserve estimates are inherently uncertain
as described in our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K, Item 7, Critical Accounting Estimates, Property Casualty
Insurance Loss and Loss Expense Reserves, Page 49.
The underwriting expense ratio decreased for the first quarter of 2014 compared with the first quarter of 2013,
primarily due to higher earned premiums and ongoing expense management efforts.
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Personal Lines Insurance Losses by Size
(In millions, net of reinsurance) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Current accident year losses greater than $5,000,000 $— $— nm
Current accident year losses $1,000,000-$5,000,000 4 3 33
Large loss prior accident year reserve development — — nm
Total large losses incurred 4 3 33
Losses incurred but not reported (5 ) — nm
Other losses excluding catastrophe losses 138 113 22
Catastrophe losses 27 8 238
Total losses incurred $164 $124 32

Ratios as a percent of earned premiums: Pt. Change
Current accident year losses greater than $5,000,000 —  % — % —
Current accident year losses $1,000,000-$5,000,000 1.4 1.3 0.1
Large loss prior accident year reserve development 0.3 — 0.3
Total large loss ratio 1.7 1.3 0.4
Losses incurred but not reported (2.0 ) 0.1 (2.1 )
Other losses excluding catastrophe losses 54.5 48.9 5.6
Catastrophe losses 10.6 3.3 7.3
Total loss ratio 64.8  % 53.6 % 11.2

We continue to monitor new losses and case reserve increases greater than $1 million for trends in factors such as
initial reserve levels, loss cost inflation and claim settlement expenses. Our analysis continues to indicate no
unexpected concentration of these large losses and case reserve increases by risk category, geographic region, policy
inception, agency or field marketing territory. In the first quarter of 2014, the personal lines total ratio for these losses
and case reserve increases, net of reinsurance, was 0.4 percentage points higher compared with last year’s first quarter.
We believe results for the three-month period largely reflected normal fluctuations in loss patterns and normal
variability in large case reserves for claims above $1 million.
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Personal Lines of Business Analysis
We prefer to write personal lines coverages on an account basis to include both auto and homeowner coverages as
well as coverages from the other personal business line. As a result, we believe that our personal lines business is best
measured and evaluated on a segment basis. However, we provide line of business data to summarize premium and
loss trends separately for each line. The ratios shown in the table below are components of loss and loss expenses as a
percentage of earned premiums.
(In millions) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Personal auto:
Written premiums $107 $100 7
Earned premiums 116 107 8
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 79.5  % 66.9  %
Current accident year catastrophe losses 0.5 1.4
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses (3.4 ) 7.9
Prior accident years catastrophe losses (0.4 ) (0.3 )
Total loss and loss expenses ratio 76.2  % 75.9  %
Homeowner:
Written premiums $98 $89 10
Earned premiums 109 96 14
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 61.3  % 40.6  %
Current accident year catastrophe losses 28.3 9.4
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses (6.5 ) (0.7 )
Prior accident years catastrophe losses (5.4 ) (2.4 )
Total loss and loss expenses ratio 77.7  % 46.9  %
Other personal:
Written premiums $26 $26 —
Earned premiums 29 28 4
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 46.5  % 56.7  %
Current accident year catastrophe losses 7.8 1.5
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses (1.9 ) (1.5 )
Prior accident years catastrophe losses 0.2 (1.2 )
Total loss and loss expenses ratio 52.6  % 55.5  %

As discussed above, the loss and loss expenses ratio component of the combined ratio is an important measure of
underwriting profit and performance. Catastrophe losses are volatile and can distort short-term profitability trends,
particularly for certain lines of business. Development of loss and loss expense reserves on prior accident years can
also distort trends in measures of profitability for recently written business. To illustrate these effects, we separate
their impact on the ratios shown in the table above. For the three months ended March 31, 2014, the personal line of
business with the most significant profitability challenge was personal auto, largely due to large losses that fluctuate
over time. As discussed in Personal Lines Insurance Results of Operations, Overview, we continue actions to improve
pricing per risk and overall rates, which are expected to improve future profitability. 
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EXCESS AND SURPLUS LINES INSURANCE RESULTS OF OPERATIONS
(In millions) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Earned premiums $33 $27 22
Loss and loss expenses from:
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 27 20 35
Current accident year catastrophe losses 1 — nm
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses (9 ) (2 ) (350 )
Prior accident years catastrophe losses — — nm
Loss and loss expenses 19 18 6
Underwriting expenses 10 9 11
Underwriting profit $4 $— nm

Ratios as a percent of earned premiums: Pt. Change
Current accident year before catastrophe losses 80.6  % 73.6  % 7.0
Current accident year catastrophe losses 3.0 0.1 2.9
Prior accident years before catastrophe losses (27.1 ) (8.8 ) (18.3 )
Prior accident years catastrophe losses 0.1 0.3 (0.2 )
Loss and loss expenses 56.6 65.2 (8.6 )
Underwriting expenses 30.3 32.8 (2.5 )
Combined ratio 86.9  % 98.0  % (11.1 )

Combined ratio 86.9  % 98.0  % (11.1 )
Contribution from catastrophe losses and prior years reserve development (24.0 ) (8.4 ) (15.6 )
Combined ratio before catastrophe losses and prior years reserve development 110.9  % 106.4  % 4.5

 Overview
Performance highlights for the excess and surplus lines segment include:

•Premiums – Excess and surplus lines earned premiums and net written premiums continued to grow during the first
three months of 2014. Growth in renewal written premiums contributed most of the increase.
Renewal written premiums rose 32 percent for the first three months of 2014, compared with the same period of 2013,
reflecting the opportunity to renew many accounts for the first time as well as higher renewal pricing. We experienced
renewal pricing increases estimated for our excess and surplus lines policies on average in a high-single-digit range,
consistent with the average for the year 2013. March 2014 was the 43rd consecutive month of positive average price
changes for this segment of our property casualty business. We measure average changes in excess and surplus lines
renewal pricing as the rate of change in renewal premium for the new policy period compared with the premium for
the expiring policy period, assuming no change in the level of insured exposures or policy coverage between those
periods for respective policies.
New business written premiums rose for the first three months of 2014, compared with the same period of 2013. The
increase reflects the addition of five excess and surplus lines field marketing representatives since March 31, 2013,
representing a 50 percent increase in the number of representatives. Some of what we report as new business came
from accounts that were not new to our agents. We believe our agents’ seasoned accounts tend to be priced more
accurately than business that may be less familiar to them.
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Excess and Surplus Lines Insurance Premiums
(In millions) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Agency renewal written premiums $25 $19 32
Agency new business written premiums 12 10 20
Other written premiums (2 ) (2 ) 0
Net written premiums 35 27 30
Unearned premium change (2 ) — nm
Earned premiums $33 $27 22

•
Combined ratio – The excess and surplus lines combined ratio improved for the first three months of 2014 by 11.1
percentage points compared with the same period of 2013, primarily due to a larger amount of favorable reserve
development on prior accident years.
Catastrophe losses accounted for 3.1 percentage points of the combined ratio for the three months ended March 31,
2014, compared with 0.4 percentage points for the same period of 2013. Noncatastrophe weather-related losses
accounted for 4.4 percentage points of the combined ratio for the three months ended March 31, 2014, compared with
1.1 percentage points for the same period a year ago.
Excess and surplus lines net favorable reserve development on prior accident years as a ratio to earned premiums was
27.0 percentage points for the for the first three months of 2014, compared with 8.5 percentage points for the same
period of 2013. The favorable reserve development recognized during the first three months of 2014 for excess and
surplus lines included approximately 60 percent for accident years 2013 and 2012 in aggregate, and related primarily
to lower than anticipated loss emergence on known claims. Reserve estimates are inherently uncertain as described in
our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K, Item 7, Critical Accounting Estimates, Property Casualty Insurance Loss and
Loss Expense Reserves, Page 49.
The underwriting expense ratio for the first three months of 2014 decreased compared with the same period of 2013,
primarily due to higher earned premiums and ongoing expense management efforts.

Excess and Surplus Lines Insurance Losses by Size
(In millions, net of reinsurance) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Current accident year losses greater than $5,000,000 $— $— nm
Current accident year losses $1,000,000-$5,000,000 1 1 0
Large loss prior accident year reserve development — — nm
Total large losses incurred 1 1 0
Losses incurred but not reported 4 5 (20 )
Other losses excluding catastrophe losses 7 6 17
Catastrophe losses 1 — nm
Total losses incurred $13 $12 8

Ratios as a percent of earned premiums: Pt. Change
Current accident year losses greater than $5,000,000 —  % — % —
Current accident year losses $1,000,000-$5,000,000 3.2 4.2 (1.0 )
Large loss prior accident year reserve development (0.3 ) — (0.3 )
Total large loss ratio 2.9 4.2 (1.3 )
Losses incurred but not reported 13.1 19.6 (6.5 )
Other losses excluding catastrophe losses 21.6 22.9 (1.3 )
Catastrophe losses 3.0 0.4 2.6
Total loss ratio 40.6  % 47.1 % (6.5 )
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We continue to monitor new losses and case reserve increases greater than $1 million for trends in factors such as
initial reserve levels, loss cost inflation and claim settlement expenses. Our analysis continues to indicate
no unexpected concentration of these large losses and case reserve increases by risk category, geographic region,
policy inception, agency or field marketing territory. In the first quarter of 2014, the excess and surplus lines total
ratio for these losses and case reserve increases, net of reinsurance, was 1.3 percentage points lower compared with
last year’s first quarter. We believe results for the three-month period ended March 31, 2014, largely reflected normal
fluctuations in loss patterns and normal variability in large case reserves for claims above $1 million.

LIFE INSURANCE RESULTS OF OPERATIONS
(In millions) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Earned premiums $48 $42 14
Separate account investment management fees 2 1 100
Total revenues 50 43 16
Contract holders' benefits incurred 56 44 27
Investment interest credited to contract holders (21 ) (21 ) 0
Operating expenses incurred 15 13 15
Total benefits and expenses 50 36 39
Life insurance segment profit $— $7 nm

Overview
Performance highlights for the life insurance segment include:

•Revenues – Revenues increased for the three months ended March 31, 2014, primarily due to higher earned premiums
from term and universal life insurance products.
Net in-force life insurance policy face amounts increased to $48.666 billion at March 31, 2014, from $48.063 billion
at year-end 2013.
Fixed annuity deposits received for the three months ended March 31, 2014, were $9 million compared with
$11 million for first-quarter 2013. Fixed annuity deposits have a minimal impact to earned premiums because deposits
received are initially recorded as liabilities. Profit is earned over time by way of interest rate spreads. We do not write
variable or equity annuities and are currently de-emphasizing fixed annuity sales due to the low interest
rate environment.

Life Insurance Premiums
(In millions) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Term life insurance $32 $29 10
Universal life insurance 8 5 60
Other life insurance, annuity and disability
  income products 8 8 0

Net earned premiums $48 $42 14

•Profitability – Our life insurance segment typically reports a small profit or loss on a GAAP basis because profits from
investment income spreads are included in our investment segment results. We include only investment income
credited to contract holders (including interest assumed in life insurance policy reserve calculations) in our life
insurance segment results. A loss of less than $1 million for our life insurance segment in the first three months of
2014 compared with a gain of $7 million for the same period of 2013, due in part to unfavorable mortality experience
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in 2014.
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Although we report most of our life insurance company investment income in our investments segment results, we
recognize that assets under management, capital appreciation and investment income are integral to evaluation of the
success of the life insurance segment because of the long duration of life products. On a basis that includes investment
income and realized gains or losses from life-insurance-related invested assets, the life insurance company reported a
net profit of $10 million in the three months ended March 31, 2014, compared with a net profit of $14 million for the
same period of 2013. The life insurance company portfolio had after-tax realized investment gains of less than $1
million for the three months ended March 31, 2014, compared with insignificant after-tax realized investment gains
for the same period of 2013.
Life segment benefits and expenses consist principally of contract holders’ (policyholders’) benefits incurred related
to traditional life and interest-sensitive products and operating expenses incurred, net of deferred acquisition costs.
Total benefits increased in the first three months of 2014. Through the first three months, mortality results were worse
than projected but remain within our pricing expectations. Operating expenses net of deferred acquisition costs for the
first three months of 2014 increased compared with the same period a year ago.

INVESTMENT RESULTS OF OPERATIONS

Overview
The investments segment contributes investment income and realized gains and losses to results of operations.
Investments traditionally are our primary source of pretax and after-tax profits.

Investment Income
Pretax investment income increased 5 percent for the first quarter of 2014, compared with the same quarter of 2013.
Interest income rose due to net purchases of securities that offset the continuing effects of the low interest rate
environment. Higher dividend income reflected rising dividend rates and net purchases of securities. Dividend income
for the first quarter of 2013 included certain holdings that accelerated payments from the first quarter into the fourth
quarter of 2012 in response to anticipated tax law changes. Average yields in the table below are based on the average
invested asset and cash amounts indicated in the table, using fixed-maturity securities valued at amortized cost and all
other securities at fair value. In our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K, Item 1, Investments Segment, Page 23, and
Item 7, Investments Outlook, Page 94, we discussed our portfolio strategies. We discuss risks related to our
investment income and our fixed-maturity and equity investment portfolios in this quarterly report Item 3,
Quantitative and Qualitative Disclosures About Market Risk.

We continue to position our portfolio with consideration to both the challenges presented by the current low interest
rate environment and the risks presented by potential future inflation. As bonds in our generally laddered portfolio
mature or are called over the near term, we will be challenged to replace their current yield. Approximately
19.1 percent of our fixed-maturity investments mature during April 2014 through December 2016 with an average
pretax yield-to-amortized cost of 4.5 percent, including 4.4 percent of the portfolio maturing during the last
nine months of 2014 and yielding 4.4 percent. While our bond portfolio more than covers our insurance reserve
liabilities, we believe our diversified common stock portfolio of mainly blue chip, dividend-paying companies
represents one of our best investment opportunities for the long term.

Investment Results
(In millions) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Total investment income, net of expenses, pretax $135 $128 5
Investment interest credited to contract holders (21 ) (21 ) 0
Realized investment gains and losses summary:
Realized investment gains and losses 24 42 (43 )
Change in fair value of securities with embedded derivatives (1 ) 1 nm
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Other-than-temporary impairment charges (1 ) (2 ) 50
Total realized investment gains and losses 22 41 (46 )
Investment operations profit $136 $148 (8 )
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(In millions) Three months ended March 31,
2014 2013 % Change

Investment income:
Interest $104 $102 2
Dividends 32 27 19
Other 1 1 0
Less investment expenses (2 ) (2 ) 0
Total investment income, net of expenses, pretax 135 128 5
Less income taxes (32 ) (31 ) (3 )
Total investment income, net of expenses, after-tax $103 $97 6

Effective tax rate 24.0 % 24.3 %

Average invested assets plus cash and cash equivalents $13,571 $12,361
Average yield pretax 3.98 % 4.14 %
Average yield after-tax 3.04 3.14

Effective fixed-maturity tax rate 27.1 % 27.0 %
Average fixed-maturity at amortized cost $8,624 $8,273
Average fixed-maturity yield pretax 4.82 % 4.93 %
Average fixed-maturity yield after-tax 3.52 3.60

Net Realized Gains and Losses
We reported net realized investment gains of $22 million for the three months ended March 31, 2014, as net gains
from investment sales and bond calls were partially offset by $1 million of other-than-temporary impairment (OTTI)
charges. For the three months ended March 31, 2013, we reported net realized investment gains of $41 million, with
net gains from investment sales and bond calls more than offsetting OTTI charges.

Investment gains or losses are recognized upon the sales of investments or as otherwise required under GAAP. The
timing of realized gains or losses from sales can have a material effect on results in any quarter. However, such gains
or losses usually have little, if any, effect on total shareholders’ equity because most equity and fixed-maturity
investments are carried at fair value, with the unrealized gain or loss included as a component of accumulated other
comprehensive income. Accounting requirements for OTTI charges for the fixed-maturity portfolio are disclosed in
our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K, Item 8, Note 1, Summary of Significant Accounting Policies, Page 131.

The total net realized investment gains for the first three months of 2014 included:
•$18 million in net gains from the sale of various common and preferred stock holdings
•$2 million in net gains from fixed-maturity security sales and calls

•$3 million in other net realized gains, including $1 million in losses from changes in fair value of securities with
embedded derivatives
•$1 million in OTTI charges to write down one fixed-maturity security and two equity securities

Of the 2,898 securities in the portfolio, no securities were trading below 70 percent of amortized cost at
March 31, 2014. Our asset impairment committee regularly monitors the portfolio, including a quarterly review of the
entire portfolio for potential OTTI charges. We believe that if the improving liquidity in the markets were to reverse
or the economic recovery were to significantly stall, we could experience declines in portfolio values and possibly
additional OTTI charges.
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The table below provides additional detail for OTTI charges.
(In millions) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013
Fixed maturities:
Utilities $— $1
Municipal — 1
Total fixed maturities — 2
Common equities:
Energy 1 —
Total common equities 1 —
Total $1 $2

OTHER
We report as Other the noninvestment operations of the parent company and a noninsurer subsidiary, CFC Investment
Company. Losses before income taxes for Other were largely driven by interest expense from debt of the
parent company.
(In millions) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Interest and fees on loans and leases $2 $2 —
Other revenues — — —
Total revenues 2 2 —
Interest expense 14 13 8
Operating expenses 4 5 (20 )
Total expenses 18 18 —
Other loss $(16 ) $(16 ) —

TAXES
We had $28 million of income tax expense for the three months ended March 31, 2014, compared with
$63 million for the same period of 2013. The effective tax rate for the three months ended March 31, 2014, was
23.5 percent compared with 29.0 percent for the same period last year. The change in our effective tax rate was
primarily due to changes in pretax income from underwriting results and realized investment gains and losses, with
unchanged levels of permanent book-tax differences.

Historically, we have pursued a strategy of investing some portion of cash flow in tax-advantaged fixed-maturity and
equity securities to minimize our overall tax liability and maximize after-tax earnings. See Tax-Exempt Fixed
Maturities in this quarterly report Item 3, Quantitative and Qualitative Disclosures about Market Risk for further
discussion on municipal bond purchases in our fixed-maturity investment portfolio. For our property casualty
insurance subsidiaries, approximately 85 percent of income from tax-advantaged fixed-maturity investments is exempt
from federal tax. Our life insurance company and our noninsurance companies own an immaterial amount of
tax-advantaged, fixed-maturity investments. For our property casualty insurance subsidiaries, the dividend received
deduction, after the dividend proration of the 1986 Tax Reform Act, exempts approximately 60 percent of dividends
from qualified equities from federal tax. For our noninsurance companies, the dividend received deduction exempts
70 percent of dividends from qualified equities. Our life insurance company owns no
equities subject to the dividend received deduction. Details about our effective tax rate are in this quarterly report Item
1, Note 9 – Income Taxes. 
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LIQUIDITY AND CAPITAL RESOURCES
At March 31, 2014, shareholders’ equity was $6.168 billion compared with $6.070 billion at December 31, 2013. Total
debt was $894 million at March 31, 2014, and at December 31, 2013. At March 31, 2014, cash and cash equivalents
totaled $521 million compared with $433 million at December 31, 2013.

SOURCES OF LIQUIDITY

Subsidiary Dividends
Our lead insurance subsidiary declared dividends of $100 million to the parent company during the first three months
of 2014, matching the same period of 2013. For the full-year 2013, subsidiary dividends declared totaled $400 million.
State of Ohio regulatory requirements restrict the dividends our insurance subsidiary can pay. During 2014, total
dividends that our insurance subsidiary could pay to our parent company without regulatory approval are
approximately $433 million.

Investing Activities
Investment income is a source of liquidity for both the parent company and its insurance subsidiary. We continue to
focus on portfolio strategies to balance near-term income generation and long-term book value growth.

Parent company obligations can be funded with income on investments held at the parent company level or through
sales of securities in that portfolio, although we prefer to follow an investment philosophy seeking to compound cash
flows over the long term. These sources of capital can help minimize subsidiary dividends to the parent company,
protecting insurance subsidiary capital.

See our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K, Item 1, Investment Segment, Page 23, for a discussion of our historic
investment strategy, portfolio allocation and quality.

Insurance Underwriting
Our property casualty and life insurance underwriting operations provide liquidity because we generally receive
premiums before paying losses under the policies purchased with those premiums. After satisfying our cash
requirements, we use excess cash flows for investment, increasing future investment income.

Historically, cash receipts from property casualty and life insurance premiums, along with investment income, have
been more than sufficient to pay claims, operating expenses and dividends to the parent company.

The table below shows a summary of operating cash flow for property casualty insurance (direct method):
(In millions) Three months ended March 31,

2014 2013 % Change
Premiums collected $1,052 $960 10
Loss and loss expenses paid (584 ) (513 ) (14 )
Commissions and other underwriting expenses paid (407 ) (370 ) (10 )
Cash flow from underwriting 61 77 (21 )
Investment income received 94 87 8
Cash flow from operations $155 $164 (5 )

Collected premiums for property casualty insurance rose $92 million during the first three months of 2014, compared
with the same period in 2013. Loss and loss expenses paid increased $71 million, including $29 million for
catastrophe losses. Commissions and other underwriting expenses paid rose $37 million, primarily due to higher
commissions paid to agencies, reflecting the increase in collected premiums.
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We discuss our future obligations for claims payments and for underwriting expenses in our 2013 Annual Report on
Form 10-K, Item 7, Contractual Obligations, Page 98, and Other Commitments on Page 99.
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Capital Resources
At March 31, 2014, our debt-to-total-capital ratio was 12.7 percent, with $790 million in long-term debt and
$104 million in borrowing on our revolving short-term line of credit. There was no change in the amount of the
$104 million short-term debt during the first three months of 2014. During April 2014, we repaid $55 million as part
of routine cash management, and have $176 million remaining for future cash management needs. Based on our
present capital requirements, we do not anticipate a material increase in debt levels during the remainder of 2014. As a
result, we expect changes in our debt-to-total-capital ratio to continue to be largely a function of the contribution of
unrealized investment gains or losses to shareholders’ equity.

We provide details of our three long-term notes in this quarterly report Item 1, Note 3 – Fair Value Measurements.
None of the notes are encumbered by rating triggers.

Four independent ratings firms award insurer financial strength ratings to our property casualty insurance companies
and three firms rate our life insurance company. Those firms made no changes to our debt ratings during the first three
months of 2014. Our debt ratings are discussed in our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K, Item 7, Liquidity and
Capital Resources, Additional Sources of Liquidity, Page 97.

Off-Balance Sheet Arrangements
We do not use any special-purpose financing vehicles or have any undisclosed off-balance sheet arrangements (as that
term is defined in applicable SEC rules) that are reasonably likely to have a current or future material effect on the
company’s financial condition, results of operation, liquidity, capital expenditures or capital resources. Similarly, the
company holds no fair-value contracts for which a lack of marketplace quotations would necessitate the use of
fair-value techniques.

USES OF LIQUIDITY
Our parent company and insurance subsidiary have contractual obligations and other commitments. In addition, one of
our primary uses of cash is to enhance shareholder return.

Contractual Obligations
In our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K, Item 7, Contractual Obligations, Page 98, we estimated our future
contractual obligations as of December 31, 2013. There have been no material changes to our estimates of future
contractual obligations since our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K.

Other Commitments
In addition to our contractual obligations, we have other property casualty operational commitments.

•
Commissions – Commissions paid were $267 million in the first three months of 2014. Commission payments
generally track with written premiums, except for annual profit-sharing commissions typically paid during the first
quarter of the year.

•
Other underwriting expenses – Many of our underwriting expenses are not contractual obligations, but reflect the
ongoing expenses of our business. Noncommission underwriting expenses paid were $140 million in the first three
months of 2014.

•

In addition to contractual obligations for hardware and software, we anticipate capitalizing approximately $5 million
in spending for key technology initiatives in 2014. Capitalized development costs related to key technology initiatives
were $1 million in the first three months of 2014. These activities are conducted at our discretion, and we have no
material contractual obligations for activities planned as part of these projects.

We contributed $5 million to our qualified pension plan during the first three months of 2014. We do not anticipate
further contributions to our qualified pension plan during the remainder of 2014.
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Investing Activities
After fulfilling operating requirements, we invest cash flows from underwriting, investment and other corporate
activities in fixed-maturity and equity securities on an ongoing basis to help achieve our portfolio objectives. We
discuss our investment strategy and certain portfolio attributes in this quarterly report Item 3, Quantitative and
Qualitative Disclosures about Market Risk.

Uses of Capital
Uses of cash to enhance shareholder return include dividends to shareholders. In January 2014, the board of directors
declared a regular quarterly cash dividend of 44 cents per share for an indicated annual rate of $1.76 per share. During
the first three months of 2014, we used $67 million to pay cash dividends to shareholders.
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PROPERTY CASUALTY INSURANCE RESERVES
For the business lines in the commercial and personal lines insurance segments, and in total for the excess and surplus
lines segment, the following table details gross reserves among case, IBNR (incurred but not reported) and loss
expense reserves, net of salvage and subrogation reserves. Reserving practices are discussed in our 2013 Annual
Report on Form 10-K, Item 7, Property Casualty Insurance Loss and Loss Expense Obligations and Reserves, Page
99.

Total gross reserves at March 31, 2014, increased $82 million compared with December 31, 2013. Case reserves
for losses increased $56 million while IBNR reserves increased by $17 million and total loss expense reserves
increased by $9 million. Lines of business dominated by property insurance coverages drove the total gross reserve
increase, reflecting loss experience related to weather.

Property and Casualty Gross Reserves
(In millions) Loss reserves Loss Total

Case IBNR expense gross Percent
At March 31, 2014 reserves reserves reserves reserves of total
Commercial lines insurance:
Commercial casualty $789 $425 $494 $1,708 39.4 %
Commercial property 232 11 41 284 6.6
Commercial auto 262 43 71 376 8.7
Workers' compensation 416 531 93 1,040 24.1
Specialty packages 84 3 25 112 2.6
Management liability and surety 122 8 69 199 4.6
Machinery and equipment 2 1 2 5 0.1
Subtotal 1,907 1,022 795 3,724 86.1
Personal lines insurance:
Personal auto 179 (18 ) 62 223 5.2
Homeowner 100 (2 ) 25 123 2.8
Other personal 45 34 6 85 2.0
Subtotal 324 14 93 431 10.0
Excess and surplus lines 69 59 40 168 3.9
Total $2,300 $1,095 $928 $4,323 100.0 %
At December 31, 2013
Commercial lines insurance:
Commercial casualty $790 $393 $496 $1,679 39.6 %
Commercial property 189 30 37 256 6.0
Commercial auto 264 40 69 373 8.8
Workers' compensation 421 522 95 1,038 24.5
Specialty packages 72 8 25 105 2.5
Management liability and surety 139 3 68 210 5.0
Machinery and equipment — 4 2 6 0.1
Subtotal 1,875 1,000 792 3,667 86.5
Personal lines insurance:
Personal auto 178 (18 ) 61 221 5.2
Homeowner 80 9 24 113 2.7
Other personal 46 32 5 83 1.9
Subtotal 304 23 90 417 9.8
Excess and surplus lines 65 55 37 157 3.7
Total $2,244 $1,078 $919 $4,241 100.0 %
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LIFE POLICY AND INVESTMENT CONTRACT RESERVES
Gross life policy and investment contract reserves were $2.435 billion at March 31, 2014, compared with
$2.390 billion at year-end 2013, reflecting continued growth in life insurance policies in force. We discuss our life
insurance reserving practices in our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K, Item 7, Life Insurance Policyholder
Obligations and Reserves, Page 106.

OTHER MATTERS

SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES
Our significant accounting policies are discussed in our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K, Item 8, Note 1, Summary
of Significant Accounting Policies, Page 128, and updated in this quarterly report Item 1, Note 1, Accounting Policies.

In conjunction with those discussions, in the Management’s Discussion and Analysis in the 2013 Annual Report
on Form 10-K, management reviewed the estimates and assumptions used to develop reported amounts related to the
most significant policies. Management discussed the development and selection of those accounting estimates with the
audit committee of the board of directors.

Item 3.    Quantitative and Qualitative Disclosures About Market Risk
Our greatest exposure to market risk is through our investment portfolio. Market risk is the potential for a decrease in
securities’ fair value resulting from broad yet uncontrollable forces such as: inflation, economic growth or recession,
interest rates, world political conditions or other widespread unpredictable events. It is comprised of many individual
risks that, when combined, create a macroeconomic impact.

Our view of potential risks and our sensitivity to such risks is discussed in our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K,
Item 7a, Quantitative and Qualitative Disclosures about Market Risk, Page 112.

The fair value of our investment portfolio was $13.606 billion at March 31, 2014, up $110 million from year-end
2013, including an increase in the common equities portfolio of $44 million.
(In millions) At March 31, 2014 At December 31, 2013

Cost or
amortized cost

Percent to
total Fair value Percent to

total
Cost or
amortized cost

Percent
to total Fair value Percent to

total
Taxable fixed
maturities $5,783 51.8 % $6,247 45.9 % $5,814 52.1 % $6,211 46.0 %

Tax-exempt fixed
maturities 2,826 25.4 2,933 21.6 2,824 25.3 2,910 21.6

Common equities 2,418 21.7 4,257 31.3 2,396 21.5 4,213 31.2
Nonredeemable
preferred equities 127 1.1 169 1.2 127 1.1 162 1.2

Total $11,154 100.0 % $13,606 100.0 % $11,161 100.0 % $13,496 100.0 %

At March 31, 2014, our consolidated investment portfolio included $15 million of assets for which values are based
on prices or valuation techniques that require significant management judgment (Level 3 assets). This represented less
than 1 percent of investment portfolio assets measured at fair value. See Item 1, Note 3, Fair Value Measurements, for
additional discussion of our valuation techniques. We have generally obtained and evaluated two nonbinding quotes
from brokers; then our investment professionals determined our best estimate of fair value. These investments include
private placements, small issues and various thinly traded securities.
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In addition to our investment portfolio, the total investments amount reported in our condensed consolidated balance
sheets includes Other invested assets. Other invested assets included $35 million of life policy loans and liens plus
$37 million of private equity investments at March 31, 2014.
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FIXED-MATURITY INVESTMENTS
By maintaining a well-diversified fixed-maturity portfolio, we attempt to reduce overall risk. We invest new money in
the bond market on a regular basis, targeting what we believe to be optimal risk-adjusted after-tax yields. Risk, in this
context, includes interest rate, call, reinvestment rate, credit and liquidity risk. We do not make a concerted effort to
alter duration on a portfolio basis in response to anticipated movements in interest rates. By regularly investing in the
bond market, we build a broad, diversified portfolio that we believe mitigates the impact of adverse economic factors.

Our investment portfolio had no European sovereign debt holdings at March 31, 2014. On that date, we owned other
European-based securities, primarily corporate bonds, totaling $443 million in fair value. The composition of our
European-based holdings at March 31, 2014, did not materially change from the $455 million fair value total at
year-end 2013. We discussed our European-based holdings in our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K, Item 7a,
Quantitative and Qualitative Disclosures about Market Risk, Page 114.

In the first three months of 2014, the increase in fair value of our fixed-maturity portfolio was due to due to a decline
in interest rates as well as a spread tightening in both the corporate and municipal bond markets. At March 31, 2014,
our fixed-maturity portfolio with an average rating of A2/A was valued at 106.6 percent of its amortized cost,
compared with 105.6 percent at December 31, 2013.

Credit ratings at March 31, 2014, compared with December 31, 2013, for the fixed-maturity and short-term
portfolios were:
(In millions) At March 31, 2014 At December 31, 2013

Fair Percent Fair Percent
value to total value to total

Moody's Ratings and Standard & Poor's Ratings combined:
Aaa, Aa, A, AAA, AA, A $5,515 60.1 % $5,468 59.9 %
Baa, BBB 3,214 35.0 3,197 35.1
Ba, BB 232 2.5 231 2.5
B, B 16 0.2 16 0.2
Caa, CCC, Ca 3 0.0 4 0.0
Non-rated 200 2.2 205 2.3
Total $9,180 100.0 % $9,121 100.0 %

Attributes of the fixed-maturity portfolio include:
At March 31, 2014 At December 31, 2013

Weighted average yield-to-amortized cost 4.8 % 4.9 %
Weighted average maturity 6.2 yrs 6.2 yrs
Effective duration 4.5 yrs 4.5 yrs

We discuss maturities of our fixed-maturity portfolio in our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K, Item 8, Note 2,
Investments, Page 135, and in this quarterly report Item 2, Investments Results of Operations.
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TAXABLE FIXED MATURITIES
Our taxable fixed-maturity portfolio, with a fair value of $6.247 billion at March 31, 2014, included:
(In millions) At March 31, 2014 At December 31, 2013
Investment-grade corporate $5,265 $5,293
States, municipalities and political subdivisions 311 301
Below investment-grade corporate 240 240
Commercial mortgage backed 206 143
Government sponsored enterprises 191 200
Convertibles and bonds with warrants attached 17 17
Foreign government 10 10
United States government 7 7
Total $6,247 $6,211

Our strategy is to buy and typically hold fixed-maturity investments to maturity, but we monitor credit profiles and
fair value movements when determining holding periods for individual securities. With the exception of U.S. agency
issues that include United States government and government-sponsored enterprises, no individual issuer’s securities
accounted for more than 1.0 percent of the taxable fixed-maturity portfolio at March 31, 2014. Our investment-grade
corporate bonds and commercial mortgage-backed securities had an average rating of Baa1 by Moody’s or BBB+ by
Standard & Poor’s and represented 87.6 percent of the taxable fixed-maturity portfolio’s fair value at March 31, 2014,
compared with 87.5 percent at year-end 2013.

The heaviest concentration in our investment-grade corporate bond portfolio, based on fair value at March 31, 2014, is
the financial-related sectors – including banking, financial services and insurance – representing 32.2 percent, compared
with 32.8 percent at year-end 2013. We believe our weighting in financial-related sectors is below the average for the
corporate bond market as a whole.

Most of the $311 million of securities issued by states, municipalities and political subdivisions included in our
taxable fixed-maturity portfolio at March 31, 2014, were Build America Bonds.

Our taxable fixed-maturity portfolio at March 31, 2014, included $206 million of commercial mortgage-backed
securities with an average rating of Aa1/AA.
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TAX-EXEMPT FIXED MATURITIES
At March 31, 2014, we had $2.933 billion of tax-exempt fixed-maturity securities with an average rating of Aa2/AA
by Moody’s and Standard & Poor’s. We traditionally have purchased municipal bonds focusing on general obligation
and essential services issues, such as water, waste disposal or others. The portfolio is well diversified among
approximately 1,000 municipal bond issuers. No single municipal issuer accounted for more than 0.9 percent of the
tax-exempt fixed-maturity portfolio at March 31, 2014. The following table shows our municipal bond holdings in our
larger states:
(In millions)

Local issued general Special revenue State issued general Percent of
At March 31, 2014 obligation bonds bonds obligation bonds Total total
Texas $358 $66 $— $424 14.5 %
Michigan 237 9 — 246 8.4
Indiana 1 229 — 230 7.8
Ohio 123 88 9 220 7.5
Illinois 170 19 — 189 6.4
Washington 150 28 7 185 6.3
Wisconsin 105 34 2 141 4.8
Pennsylvania 91 10 9 110 3.8
Arizona 57 32 — 89 3.0
Florida 24 63 — 87 3.0
New York 51 32 4 87 3.0
Colorado 48 23 — 71 2.4
New Jersey 44 17 — 61 2.1
Kansas 33 19 — 52 1.8
Utah 32 19 — 51 1.7
All other states 369 276 45 690 23.5
Total $1,893 $964 $76 $2,933 100.0 %
At December 31, 2013
Texas $385 $66 $— $451 15.5 %
Michigan 238 9 — 247 8.5
Indiana 8 232 — 240 8.2
Ohio 119 87 6 212 7.3
Illinois 184 19 — 203 7.0
Washington 150 32 5 187 6.4
Wisconsin 108 32 2 142 4.9
Pennsylvania 93 9 9 111 3.8
Arizona 55 31 — 86 3.0
Florida 24 62 — 86 3.0
New York 48 31 4 83 2.9
Colorado 45 17 — 62 2.1
New Jersey 44 17 — 61 2.1
Minnesota 42 7 2 51 1.8
Utah 31 19 — 50 1.7
All other states 338 270 30 638 21.8
Total $1,912 $940 $58 $2,910 100.0 %
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Interest Rate Sensitivity Analysis
Because of our strong surplus, long-term investment horizon and ability to hold most fixed-maturity investments until
maturity, we believe the company is adequately positioned if interest rates were to rise. Although the fair values of our
existing holdings may suffer, a higher rate environment would provide the opportunity to invest cash flow in
higher-yielding securities, while reducing the likelihood of untimely redemptions of currently callable securities.
While higher interest rates would be expected to continue to increase the number of fixed-maturity holdings trading
below 100 percent of amortized cost, we believe lower fixed-maturity security values due solely to interest rate
changes would not signal a decline in credit quality. We continue to manage the portfolio with an eye toward both
meeting current income needs and managing interest rate risk.

Our dynamic financial planning model uses analytical tools to assess market risks. As part of this model, the effective
duration of the fixed-maturity portfolio is continually monitored by our investment department to evaluate the
theoretical impact of interest rate movements.

The table below summarizes the effect of hypothetical changes in interest rates on the fair value of the
fixed-maturity portfolio:
(In millions) Interest rate shift in basis points

-200 -100 — 100 200
At March 31, 2014 $10,019 $9,600 $9,180 $8,765 $8,366
At December 31, 2013 $9,968 $9,545 $9,121 $8,708 $8,316

The effective duration of the fixed-maturity portfolio as of March 31, 2014, was 4.5 years, unchanged from year-end
2013. The above table is a theoretical presentation showing that an instantaneous, parallel shift in the yield curve of
100 basis points could produce an approximately 4.5 percent change in the fair value of the fixed‑maturity portfolio.
Generally speaking, the higher a bond is rated, the more directly correlated movements in its fair value are to changes
in the general level of interest rates, exclusive of call features. The fair values of average- to lower-rated corporate
bonds are additionally influenced by the expansion or contraction of credit spreads.

In our dynamic financial planning model, the selected interest rate change of 100 to 200 basis points represents our
view of a shift in rates that is quite possible over a one-year period. The rates modeled should not be considered a
prediction of future events as interest rates may be much more volatile in the future. The analysis is not intended to
provide a precise forecast of the effect of changes in rates on our results or financial condition, nor does it take into
account any actions that we might take to reduce exposure to such risks.

EQUITY INVESTMENTS
Our equity investments, with a fair value totaling $4.426 billion at March 31, 2014, include $4.257 billion of common
stock securities of companies generally with strong indications of paying and growing their dividends. Other criteria
we evaluate include increasing sales and earnings, proven management and a favorable outlook. We believe our equity
investment style is an appropriate long-term strategy. While our long-term financial position would be affected by
prolonged changes in the market valuation of our investments, we believe our strong surplus position and cash flow
provide a cushion against short-term fluctuations in valuation. Continued payment of cash dividends by the issuers of
our common equity holdings can provide a floor to their valuation. A $100 million unrealized change in the value of
the common stocks owned at period end would cause a change of $65 million, or approximately 40 cents per share, in
our shareholders’ equity.

At March 31, 2014, our largest holding had a fair value of 3.2 percent of our publicly-traded common stock portfolio.
JPMorgan Chase & Co. (NYSE:JPM) was our largest single common stock investment, comprising 1.0 percent of the
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Common Stock Portfolio Industry Sector Distribution
Percent of Publicly Traded Common Stock Portfolio
At March 31, 2014 At December 31, 2013
Cincinnati
 Financial

S&P 500 Industry
Weightings

Cincinnati
Financial

S&P 500 Industry
Weightings

Sector:
Information technology 19.0 % 18.6 % 18.7 % 18.6 %
Industrials 13.9 10.7 14.0 10.9
Financial 11.9 16.4 12.0 16.2
Healthcare 11.6 13.4 11.5 13.0
Energy 10.4 10.1 10.5 10.3
Consumer staples 10.3 9.7 10.5 9.8
Consumer discretionary 9.9 12.0 9.8 12.5
Materials 5.6 3.5 5.7 3.5
Utilities 4.4 3.1 4.2 2.9
Telecomm services 3.0 2.5 3.1 2.3
Total 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 %

UNREALIZED INVESTMENT GAINS AND LOSSES
At March 31, 2014, unrealized investment gains before taxes for the consolidated investment portfolio totaled
$2.501 billion and unrealized investment losses amounted to $49 million.

The unrealized investment gains at March 31, 2014, were due to a pretax net gain position in our fixed-maturity
portfolio of $571 million and a net gain position in our equity portfolio of $1.881 billion. The net gain position in our
fixed-maturity portfolio had grown in recent years prior to 2013 due largely to a declining interest rate environment.
During 2013, that portfolio’s net gain position decreased $388 million largely due to lower valuations for
fixed-maturity securities from rising interest rates. The net gain position for our current fixed-maturity holdings will
naturally decline over time as individual securities mature. In addition, changes in interest rates can cause rapid,
significant changes in fair values of fixed-maturity securities and the net gain position, as discussed in Quantitative
and Qualitative Disclosures about Market Risk. The five largest contributors to our common stock portfolio net gain
position were Exxon Mobil Corporation (NYSE:XOM), The Procter & Gamble Company (NYSE:PG), Honeywell
International Inc. (NYSE:HON), Chevron Corporation (NYSE:CVX) and Dover Corporation (NYSE:DOV), which
had a combined net gain position of $431 million.

Unrealized Investment Losses
We expect the number of securities trading below amortized cost to fluctuate as interest rates rise or fall and credit
spreads expand or contract due to prevailing economic conditions. Further, amortized costs for some securities are
revised through OTTI recognized in prior periods. At March 31, 2014, 393 of the 2,898 securities we owned had fair
values below amortized cost, compared with 556 of the 2,879 securities we owned at year-end 2013. The 393 holdings
with fair values below cost or amortized cost at March 31, 2014, represented 8.2 percent of fair value of our
investment portfolio and $49 million in unrealized losses.

•

375 of the 393 holdings had fair values between 90 percent and 100 percent of amortized cost at March 31, 2014.
Seven of these 375 holdings are equity securities that may be subject to OTTI charges taken through earnings should
they not recover by the recovery dates we determined. The fair value of these seven equity securities was $109
million, and they accounted for $7 million in unrealized losses. The remaining 368 securities primarily consist of
fixed-maturity securities whose current valuation is largely the result of interest rate factors. The fair value of these
368 securities was $915 million, and they accounted for $30 million in unrealized losses.
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•

18 of the 393 holdings had fair values between 70 percent and 90 percent of amortized cost at March 31, 2014. 16 of
these are fixed-maturity securities that we believe will continue to pay interest and ultimately pay principal upon
maturity. The issuers of these securities have strong cash flow to service their debt and meet their contractual
obligation to make principal payments. The fair value of these 16 securities was $88 million, and
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they accounted for $12 million in unrealized losses. The remaining two equity securities had a fair value of $2 million,
and they accounted for less than $1 million in unrealized losses.
•No securities were trading below 70 percent of amortized cost at March 31, 2014.

The table below reviews fair values and unrealized losses by investment category and by the overall duration of the
securities’ continuous unrealized loss position.
(In millions) Less than 12 months 12 months or more Total Total

Fair Unrealized Fair Unrealized fair unrealized
At March 31, 2014 value losses value losses value losses
Fixed maturity securities:
States, municipalities and political
subdivisions $289 $7 $98 $5 $387 $12

United States government 11 — — — 11 —
Government-sponsored enterprises 83 8 96 12 179 20
Commercial mortgage-backed 55 1 15 1 70 2
Corporate 291 7 65 1 356 8
Subtotal 729 23 274 19 1,003 42
Equity securities:
Common equities 72 6 — — 72 6
Nonredeemable preferred equities 39 1 — — 39 1
Subtotal 111 7 — — 111 7
Total $840 $30 $274 $19 $1,114 $49
At December 31, 2013
Fixed maturity securities:
States, municipalities and political
subdivisions $490 $18 $42 $3 $532 $21

United States government 1 — — — 1 —
Government-sponsored enterprises 199 27 1 — 200 27
Foreign government 10 — — — 10 —
Commercial mortgage-backed 125 5 — — 125 5
Corporate 572 20 43 2 615 22
Subtotal 1,397 70 86 5 1,483 75
Equity securities:
Common equities 77 1 — — 77 1
Nonredeemable preferred equities 42 3 — — 42 3
Subtotal 119 4 — — 119 4
Total $1,516 $74 $86 $5 $1,602 $79

At March 31, 2014, 98 fixed-maturity securities with a total unrealized loss of $19 million had been in an unrealized
loss position for 12 months or more. Of that total, no fixed-maturity securities had fair values below 70 percent of
amortized cost; Eight fixed-maturity securities with a fair value of $62 million had a fair value from 70 percent to less
than 90 percent of amortized cost and accounted for $8 million in unrealized losses; and 90 fixed-maturity securities
with a fair value of $212 million had fair values from 90 percent to less than 100 percent of amortized cost and
accounted for $11 million in unrealized losses.

At March 31, 2014, one equity securitiy had been in an unrealized loss position for 12 months or more. That security
with a fair value of less than $1 million had a fair value from 70 percent to less than 90 percent of amortized cost and
accounted for less than $1 million in unrealized losses.
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At March 31, 2014, applying our invested asset impairment policy, we determined that the $19 million in total
unrealized losses in the table above were not other-than-temporarily impaired.
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During the first quarter of 2014, three securities were written down through impairment charges. OTTI resulted in a
pretax, noncash charge of $1 million for the three months ended March 31, 2014. During the same period of 2013, we
wrote down five securities resulting in $2 million in OTTI charges.

During full-year 2013, we wrote down seven securities and recorded $2 million in OTTI charges.
At December 31, 2013, 40 fixed-maturity investments with a total unrealized loss of $5 million had been in an
unrealized loss position for 12 months or more. Of that total, no fixed-maturity investments had fair values below
70 percent of amortized cost. No equity investments had been in an unrealized loss position for 12 months or more as
of December 31, 2013.

Cincinnati Financial Corporation First-Quarter 2014 10-Q
Page  61

Edgar Filing: CHURCHILL DOWNS INC - Form 4

Explanation of Responses: 52



The following table summarizes the investment portfolio by severity of decline:
(In millions)

At March 31, 2014
Number
of 
issues

Cost or 
amortized
cost

Fair
 value

Gross 
unrealized 
gain/loss

Gross
investment
income

Taxable fixed maturities:
Fair valued below 70% of amortized cost — $— $— $ — $—
Fair valued at 70% to less than 100% of amortized cost 141 656 626 (30 ) 6
Fair valued at 100% and above of amortized cost 1,263 5,127 5,621 494 69
Securities sold in current year — — — — 1
Total 1,404 5,783 6,247 464 76
Tax-exempt fixed maturities:
Fair valued below 70% of amortized cost — — — — —
Fair valued at 70% to less than 100% of amortized cost 243 389 377 (12 ) 2
Fair valued at 100% and above of amortized cost 1,147 2,437 2,556 119 25
Securities sold in current year — — — — —
Total 1,390 2,826 2,933 107 27
Common equities:
Fair valued below 70% of cost — — — — —
Fair valued at 70% to less than 100% of cost 4 78 72 (6 ) 1
Fair valued at 100% and above of cost 72 2,340 4,185 1,845 29
Securities sold in current year — — — — —
Total 76 2,418 4,257 1,839 30
Nonredeemable preferred equities:
Fair valued below 70% of cost — — — — —
Fair valued at 70% to less than 100% of cost 5 40 39 (1 ) 1
Fair valued at 100% and above of cost 23 87 130 43 2
Securities sold in current year — — — — —
Total 28 127 169 42 3
Portfolio summary:
Fair valued below 70% of cost or amortized cost — — — — —
Fair valued at 70% to less than 100% of cost or amortized
cost 393 1,163 1,114 (49 ) 10

Fair valued at 100% and above of cost or amortized cost 2,505 9,991 12,492 2,501 125
Investment income on securities sold in current year — — — — 1
Total 2,898 $11,154 $13,606 $ 2,452 $136

At December 31, 2013
Portfolio summary:
Fair valued below 70% of cost or amortized cost — $— $— $ — $—
Fair valued at 70% to less than 100% of cost or amortized
cost 556 1,681 1,602 (79 ) 41

Fair valued at 100% and above of cost or amortized cost 2,323 9,480 11,894 2,414 471
Investment income on securities sold in current year — — — — 23
Total 2,879 $11,161 $13,496 $ 2,335 $535

See our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K, Item 7, Critical Accounting Estimates, Asset Impairment, Page 53.
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Item 4.        Controls and Procedures
Evaluation of Disclosure Controls and Procedures – The company maintains disclosure controls and procedures (as that
term is defined in Rules 13a-15(e) and 15d-15(e) under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended (Exchange
Act)).

Any controls and procedures, no matter how well designed and operated, can provide only reasonable assurance of
achieving the desired control objectives. The company’s management, with the participation of the company’s chief
executive officer and chief financial officer, has evaluated the effectiveness of the design and operation of the
company’s disclosure controls and procedures as of March 31, 2014. Based upon that evaluation, the company’s chief
executive officer and chief financial officer concluded that the design and operation of the company’s disclosure
controls and procedures provided reasonable assurance that the disclosure controls and procedures are effective to
ensure:

•
that information required to be disclosed in the company’s reports under the Exchange Act is recorded, processed,
summarized and reported within the time periods specified in the Securities and Exchange Commission’s rules and
forms, and

•that such information is accumulated and communicated to the company’s management, including its chief executive
officer and chief financial officer, as appropriate, to allow timely decisions regarding required disclosures.

Changes in Internal Control over Financial Reporting – During the three months ended March 31, 2014, there were no
changes in our internal controls over financial reporting that have materially affected, or are reasonably likely to
materially affect, our internal control over financial reporting.

Part II – Other Information 
Item 1.        Legal Proceedings
Neither the company nor any of our subsidiaries is involved in any litigation believed to be material other than
ordinary, routine litigation incidental to the nature of our business.

Item 1A.    Risk Factors
Our risk factors have not changed materially since they were described in our 2013 Annual Report on Form 10-K filed
February 27, 2014.

Item 2.        Unregistered Sales of Equity Securities and Use of Proceeds
We did not sell any of our shares that were not registered under the Securities Act during the first three months
of 2014. The board of directors has authorized share repurchases since 1996. Purchases are expected to be made
generally through open market transactions. During the first quarter of 2014, we acquired 79,153 shares for $4 million
from associates as consideration for options exercised. We repurchased 150,000 shares through open market
transactions at an average cost of $47.69 per share. The board gives management discretion to purchase shares at
reasonable prices in light of circumstances at the time of purchase, subject to SEC regulations. On October 24, 2007,
the board of directors expanded the existing repurchase authorization to approximately 13 million shares. We have
5,399,493 shares available for purchase under our programs at March 31, 2014.

Period
Total number
 of shares
 purchased

Average
 price paid
 per share

Total number of shares 
purchased as part of
publicly announced
plans or programs

Maximum number of
shares that may yet be
purchased under the
plans or programs

January 1-31, 2014 — — — 5,549,493
February 1-28, 2014 — — — 5,549,493
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March 1-31, 2014 150,000 $47.69 150,000 5,399,493
Totals 150,000 47.69 150,000
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Item 3.        Defaults Upon Senior Securities
We have not defaulted on any interest or principal payment, and no arrearage in the payment of dividends
has occurred.

Item 4.        Mine Safety Disclosures
Not applicable.

Item 5.        Other Information
None.

Item 6.        Exhibits
Exhibit No. Exhibit Description

3.1 Amended and Restated Articles of Incorporation of Cincinnati Financial Corporation (incorporated by
reference to the company’s 2010 Annual Report on Form 10-K dated February 25, 2011, Exhibit 3.1)

3.2
Regulations of Cincinnati Financial Corporation, as amended through May 1, 2010 (incorporated by
reference to the company’s Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q for the quarter ended June 30, 2010,
Exhibit 3.2)

10.1
Cincinnati Financial Corporation Annual Incentive Compensation Plan of 2009, as amended January
31, 2014 (incorporated by reference to Exhibit 10.1 filed with the company's Current Report on Form
8-K dated February 3, 2014)

31A Certification pursuant to Section 302 of the Sarbanes Oxley Act of 2002 – Chief Executive Officer
31B Certification pursuant to Section 302 of the Sarbanes Oxley Act of 2002 – Chief Financial Officer
32 Certification pursuant to Section 906 of the Sarbanes Oxley Act of 2002
101.INS XBRL Instance Document
101.SCH XBRL Taxonomy Extension Schema Document
101.CAL XBRL Taxonomy Extension Calculation Linkbase Document
101.DEF XBRL Taxonomy Extension Definition Linkbase Document
101.LAB XBRL Taxonomy Extension Label Linkbase Document
101.PRE XBRL Taxonomy Extension Presentation Linkbase Document
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SIGNATURE
Pursuant to the requirements of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, the registrant has duly caused this report to be
signed on its behalf by the undersigned thereunto duly authorized.
CINCINNATI FINANCIAL CORPORATION
Date: April 24, 2014

/S/ Eric N. Mathews
Eric N. Mathews, CPCU, AIAF
Vice President, Assistant Secretary and Assistant Treasurer
(Principal Accounting Officer)
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