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SUMMARY OF ISSUE 
1. The guidance within this issue paper details new statutory accounting concept revisions to incorporate special accounting treatment for limited derivatives hedging asset/liability duration differences subject to fluctuations as a result of interest rate sensitivity. These derivative structures are referred to as asset liability management (ALM) derivatives. 
2. The provisions within this issue paper are proposed to be separate and distinct from the guidance in SSAP No. 86—Derivatives and SSAP No. 108—Derivatives Hedging Variable Annuity Guarantees. The derivatives subject to the scope of this guidance, and the provisions within, would not qualify for hedge effectiveness under the existing standards. The provisions within this issue paper are only permitted if all the components of the issue paper are met and shall not be inferred as an acceptable statutory accounting approach for derivative transactions that do not meet the stated qualifications or that are not specifically addressed within this guidance.
3. The guidance within this issue paper is anticipated to be included as a new SSAP applicable to the limited derivative hedging transactions addressed within. 
Discussion
4. The discussion of ALM derivatives originally began in 2023 in accordance with the development of INT 23-01: Net Negative (Disallowed) Interest Maintenance Reserve. That interpretation provided limited-time exception guidance to SSAP No. 7—Asset Valuation Reserve and Interest Maintenance Reserve and the annual statement instructions that required nonadmittance of net negative (disallowed) interest maintenance reserve (IMR) as a short-term solution. With the development of the interpretation, it was identified that some reporting entities had been allocating gains and losses from non-accounting-effective derivative transactions to IMR. For these companies, the derivative had been reported at fair value when open, with unrealized gains and losses from fair value fluctuations reflected through surplus, but at termination, the reporting entity reversed the unrealized gain or loss and recognized the realized impact through IMR. Although this guidance was not in accordance with SSAP No. 86, these reporting entities referred to a “hedging” reference in the annual statement IMR instructions and had taken a position that the derivative was “economically effective” as a hedge even if it did not qualify as an accounting-effective hedge. 
5. With the August 2023 issuance of INT 23-01, provisions were included to allow reporting entities that had a historical, documented practice of deferring both derivative gains and losses from these “economically effective” hedging derivatives to continue the practice over the short-term duration of the interpretation and include the derivative losses as part of the admitted net negative (disallowed) IMR. Reporting entities that did not have a historical, documented practice, would not be permitted to begin allocating realized gains or losses from these derivative transactions to the IMR or include these derivative losses as part of an admitted net negative (disallowed) IMR. For reporting entities eligible to continue the historical practice, the interpretation required reporting entities to include a roll-forward disclosure for the unamortized IMR balances related to these derivatives separately for derivative gains and losses. 
6. Pursuant to subsequent discussions, the Statutory Accounting Principles (E) Working Group noted that the gains and losses from non-accounting-effective hedging derivatives in scope of SSAP No. 86 shall not be allocated to the IMR. The revisions to SSAP No. 7 from the long-term IMR project clarify that only specifically noted derivatives are permitted to be included in IMR: 
a. Highly-effective hedging derivatives qualifying for “hedge accounting treatment” under SSAP No. 86—Derivatives when the realized derivative gain or loss offsets the realized gain or loss from a hedged item that was recognized in IMR. 
b. Terminated income generating derivatives in scope of SSAP No. 86 (written derivatives) resulting in a realized gain or loss when the covering asset is accounted for at amortized cost. (Per SSAP No. 86, for options that are exercised, the remaining premium adjusts the cost, resulting in no gain or loss for the derivative.)  
c. Replication (synthetic asset) (RSAT) transactions in scope of SSAP No. 86 when the derivative is valued at amortized cost. 
7. With these discussions, industry representatives proposed new statutory accounting guidance to address asset-liability management derivatives, which hedge duration differences subject to fluctuations as a result of interest sensitivity. The industry representatives identified that these hedges, which often reflect macro-hedges, will not qualify as accounting-effective hedges under SSAP No. 86, but are key insurance company activities as they protect surplus by shielding insurance companies from negative impacts of interest rate changes. 
8. On September 10, 2025, representatives from the ACLI presented an ALM derivative proposal to the Statutory Accounting Principles (E) Working Group. The ACLI highlighted their view that the proposed guidance would significantly enhance the alignment of each company’s reported surplus with its actual solvency and liquidation value, as well as avoid situations where financials contain inappropriate portrayals of surplus and illusionary financial strength. The ACLI presented two versions of potential statutory guidance, one representing an amortized cost method and the other representing a mark and spread method (fair value). Although key concepts are similar between the two proposals, under the amortized cost method, the hedging derivatives would be reported at amortized cost (zero for a no-cost derivative), and when terminated (or removed from an effective hedge program), the derivative fair value would be deferred and amortized into income overtime. Under the mark and spread method, the hedging derivatives would be reported at fair value, resulting in the changes in fair value (unrealized gains and losses) being taken to deferred accounts with amortization throughout the life of the derivative. Both versions also proposed to exclude asymmetrical derivatives. At the conclusion of the call, both versions of the proposed guidance and the ACLI presentation were exposed for comment. 
9. On December 9, 2025, as part of the 2025 Fall National Meeting, the Working Group considered comments on the exposed proposals, noting the ACLI strongly supported the development of guidance for ALM derivatives, as well as support for the amortized cost approach. In considering the comments, the Working Group directed NAIC staff to move forward with an issue paper and concurrent SSAP to reflect statutory accounting guidance for interest-rate hedging derivatives used for ALM under the amortized cost approach and continuing the exclusion of asymmetrical derivatives. (Discussion of asymmetrical derivatives is captured in paragraphs 15-16.) 
JMG to expand with subsequent discussion dates. 
Discussion of ALM Hedging Concepts & Differences from SSAP No. 86 and SSAP No. 108: 
10. The development of new statutory accounting guidance to address ALM derivatives, which hedge duration differences subject to fluctuations as a result of interest sensitivity, utilized existing concepts in SSAP No. 86 and SSAP No. 108 to the extent possible to allow for consistent concepts and ease of application. New derivative guidance was deemed appropriate as the proposed macro-hedging derivative structures would not qualify as highly effective hedges under SSAP No. 86 and the guidance is SSAP No. 108 is specific to hedges for variable annuity guarantees. Consideration was given to expanding SSAP No. 86, but as that standard utilizes U.S. GAAP guidance for effective-hedge determination, separating guidance for ALM derivative programs into a new statement was considered most appropriate. 
11. Consistent with SSAP No. 108, the provisions of the new ALM derivative guidance permit the recognition and admittance of deferred assets and deferred liabilities, with amortization of the deferred amounts into net realized capital gains and losses over a period not to exceed 10 years. Although SSAP No. 86 does not use the concept of deferred assets and deferred liabilities, deferral of gains and losses from accounting-effective hedges is also a consistent concept, it is just completed through an adjustment to the basis of the hedged item or allocation to IMR. The existing statutory accounting guidance to recognize fair value gains and losses as deferred liabilities and assets, as well as use of an amortized cost approach in SSAP No. 86 for accounting-effective hedges, is inconsistent with U.S. GAAP. Under U.S. GAAP, and under SSAP No. 4—Assets and Nonadmitted Assets, realized losses do not represent assets as they do not reflect a present right to an economic benefit. Also, under U.S. GAAP and SSAP No. 5—Liabilities, Contingencies, and Impairment of Assets, realized gains do not represent liabilities as they do not reflect a present obligation to transfer or provide an economic benefit to others. Reporting realized gains and losses as deferred liabilities and assets for certain derivative structures and for qualifying fixed-income investment sales is a statutory concept that reflects an exception to the asset and liability definitions under SSAP Nos. 4 and 5. These provisions result from the different accounting measurement concepts between statutory accounting and U.S. GAAP. 
12. Under SSAP No. 108, recognized deferred assets are permitted to be admitted without limitation. Although net negative IMR currently has a 10% admittance limit, with the offsetting of gains and losses that occur between a SSAP No. 86 hedged item and hedging derivative, there is limited net amount recognized in the IMR for accounting-effective hedges. The provisions within this new statement propose full admittance of deferred assets in order to not disincentivize prudent hedging activities. Items are only permitted to be recognized as deferred assets or deferred liabilities if they qualify under the effective hedge provisions of the new statement. The guidance requires an amount equal to the net deferred asset and deferred liability to be allocated from unassigned funds to special surplus. (Note: SAPWG discussion is expected to confirm this proposed admitted asset treatment.) 
Terms and Concepts: 
13. The terms and concepts for the new ALM statement are consistent with SSAP No. 108. These items permit macro-hedges in a dynamic hedging strategy. This means that the derivative instruments and hedged items can reflect a flexible portfolio, rebalanced as needed to permit an ongoing effective hedging strategy. Macro-hedges and dynamic hedging strategies are not permitted under SSAP No. 86. These characteristics are key reasons why these hedging programs do not qualify as accounting-effective hedge programs under SSAP No. 86 or under U.S. GAAP. 
14. A specific restriction incorporated into the ALM derivative standard prevents use of derivatives with asymmetrical payoff profiles and/or derivative premiums at inception (e.g., options). Programs with these derivatives are not eligible to apply the special accounting provision within the standard and are required to follow the guidance in SSAP No. 86, with fair value measurement. Swaps, forwards and futures are expected to typically be eligible for the provisions within the ALM standard as long as they do not have asymmetrical payoff profiles or derivative premiums at inception. 
15. Asymmetrical derivatives refer to the payment profile of the derivative. A typical swap (symmetrical) has no upfront payment or receipt, and at inception has an equal chance of resulting with a gain or loss. Conversely, an option has an asymmetrical payoff profile. If a reporting entity buys an option, the purchase price paid is the maximum loss amount, while resulting gains can be much more than the maximum loss. Other asymmetrical derivatives include swaps with ceilings/floors and other non-standard derivatives. Asymmetrical derivatives are excluded as permissible derivatives within the standard to avoid the possibility that companies that buy options that mature out of the money would defer the “loss” although it was the upfront purchase price. The exclusion also limits the ALM derivative concept to standard derivatives for ease of application and review. 
16. The requirements a reporting entity shall follow in order to utilize the special accounting provisions in the new ALM statement, including explicit approval by the domiciliary state, certification by a financial officer, as well as the requirements for a clearly defined hedging strategy are all consistent with SSAP No. 108.
Assessing Hedge Effectiveness
17. The ALM derivative standard was developed for highly effective hedges that reduce duration differences between designated asset and liability portfolios during the period when the hedge is designated. With this specific focus, which is different from both SSAP No. 86 and SSAP No. 108, specific methods have been developed to determine whether the hedging program is highly effective. One of the three noted methods detailed below is required to be designated by the reporting entity for each hedging program and used as the constant measurement of effectiveness. Each method requires use of the standard 80-125% derivative threshold (used in SSAP No. 86 and U.S. GAAP) in determining hedge effectiveness. 
a. “Modified Duration” is the effect that a 100-basis-point (1%) change in interest rates will have on the price of an instrument. (For example, if an instrument has a modified duration of 5, a 1% change in interest rates would be expected to cause a 5% change in the instrument's price in the opposite direction). As such, if an asset portfolio has a modified duration of 9 and a liability portfolio has a modified duration of 10, a highly effective derivative portfolio hedging this difference would place the modified duration of the assets with derivatives at between 9.8 and 10.25 (80%-125% of the modified duration difference). Alternatively, if asset portfolio duration is 9 and a liability duration is 11, an entity can elect to hedge only half the difference (between 9 and 11,  i.e., 10). In that  case, a duration of the assets with derivatives between 9.8 and 10.25 would be highly effective.
b. “Macaulay Duration” is the weighted average time until cash flows are received and is measured in years. As such, if an asset portfolio has a Macaulay duration of 9 years and a liability portfolio has a Macauley duration of 10 years, a highly effective derivative portfolio hedging this difference would place the Macauley duration of the assets with derivatives at between 9.8 years and 10.25 years (80%-125% of the Macauley Duration difference).
c. “Dollar Value One (DV01)” measures the dollar change in an instrument's price for a one basis point (0.01%) change in rates. As such, if an asset portfolio has a DV01 of $9M and a liability portfolio has a DV01 of $10M, a highly effective derivative portfolio hedging this difference would place the DV01 of the assets with derivatives at between $9.8M and $10.25M (80%-125% of the DV01 difference). 

Measurement / Recognition of Gains and Losses of Derivative Instruments

18. Consistent with SSAP No. 86, but different from SSAP No. 108, the provisions of the ALM standard requires use of an amortized cost measurement method for highly effective hedging instruments, with excluded components measured and reported at fair value. (Under SSAP No. 108, the derivatives follow a fair value measurement, which is in line with the assessment of effectiveness under that standard. Under SSAP No. 108 effectiveness is determined based on fair value comparisons to the hedged item.) 
19. The amortized cost approach was supported for ALM derivatives as that approach would mirror SSAP No. 86 for highly effective hedges, where derivatives would be reported at cost (zero, if there is no upfront cost), without the reporting of surplus valuation changes from fair value fluctuations throughout the life of the derivative. With the amortized cost approach, if the derivative continues to be highly effective, there would be no unrealized gains or losses recognized until termination (or removal from the program), meaning that there would be no need to track or recognize deferred assets or losses while the derivative is part of an effective program. At termination (or removal from a highly effective program), the resulting gain or loss would be recognized with a deferred gain or loss as permitted under the guidance. If a fair value approach had been supported, fair value fluctuations would be recognized as unrealized gains and losses, resulting in the need to recognize and adjust deferred assets and liabilities throughout the derivative duration and not just at termination (removal). As the deferred balance would be captured in cash flow testing (CFT) and principle-based reserving (PBR), including these unrealized fair value changes in the deferred balance would create an inconsistency in the amount used as an adjustment for CFT and PBR. Use of the amortized cost approach would result with only realized gains and losses being captured in these assessments. In addition to mirroring the SSAP No. 86 approach for highly effective hedges, the amortized cost method is perceived to be the simpler approach for both application and regulator review. 
20. The ALM derivative standard provides guidance for discontinuation of the amortized cost approach based on whether the derivative terminates/matures, is de-designated (removed) from a qualifying highly effective program and when de-designated or captured within a program that no longer qualifies as highly effective. For derivatives that terminate or are removed from a highly effective program, the fair value at the time of termination/de-designation shall be recognized as a deferred asset (loss) or as a deferred liability (gain), which would be surplus neutral to the amount received/paid or as an offset to the current fair value recognition of the derivative. Open derivatives removed from a qualifying program are permitted to be immediately allocated to another highly effective derivative program. If this occurs, the fair value at the time of removal shall be recognized as a deferred asset/liability and shall reflect the amortized cost basis for the subsequent program. Allocation to another program is required within the quarter to be considered an immediate allocation. The reason for this time restriction is that once a derivative is removed from a qualifying program, it is required to be reported at fair value with fluctuations in fair value recognized as unrealized gains and losses. By requiring an immediate reallocation, a reporting entity would not have a period of time in which the derivative is reported at fair value with unrealized gains and losses recognized. Such re-allocations are not expected to be common and would be expected only in situations in which derivative programs are being combined, which can be achieved with an immediate reallocation of the derivative. 
21. For derivatives that are de-designated from, or captured within, a program that no longer qualifies as highly effective, the derivative no longer qualifies for the ALM derivative standard. The derivative shall be captured in scope of SSAP No. 86, which would require a fair value measurement method with fair value fluctuations reflected as unrealized gains and losses. 
Amortization of Deferred Assets and Liabilities
22. The provisions of the ALM standard require amortization of deferred assets and liabilities over a timeframe that equals the weighted average life of the hedged liability portfolio, not to exceed 10 years. This 10-year amortization limit is consistent with SSAP No. 108. Provisions for a reporting entity to accelerate amortization, ensuring consistency in any accelerations to both deferred assets and liabilities, is also consistent with SSAP No. 108. 
23. Although SSAP No. 108 has provisions that require a shortened 5-year amortization period for deferred assets and liabilities when programs no longer qualify, the ALM standard does not require a similar shortened 5-year amortization timeframe. SSAP No. 108 requires a shortened timeframe as it uses a fair value approach, and deferred assets and liabilities are recognized as derivative fair value fluctuations occur. Meaning, a deferred asset could be recognized for an open derivative, and while the derivative is still open, the program could be identified as no longer a qualifying program. Under the ALM standard, and the amortized cost approach, deferred assets and liabilities are only recognized when terminated/de-designated from a highly effective program. As such, there is no risk that a deferred asset or liability would be recognized prior to confirming that the program is highly effective. As the hedging benefit would have been achieved prior to the recognition of the deferred asset or liability, allowing amortization over the stated timeframe, not to exceed 10-years, is permitted even if a program is subsequently identified as no longer highly effective. Open derivatives in a program that no longer qualifies as highly effective are not permitted to be recognized as deferred assets or liabilities and are required to follow SSAP No. 86 with a fair value measurement method.
ALM Derivative Reporting
24. The ALM derivative reporting in the statutory financial statements is largely consistent with the provisions of SSAP No. 108, with discussion of the hedging program, including the hedging instruments and strategy, the assessment of hedging effectiveness, compliance with the clearly defined hedging strategy, and if there are excluded components. The disclosures also include information on cost, fair value, and a roll-forward of the deferred assets and liabilities, with a percentage comparison to total capital and surplus, as well as the expected amortization over the next 10 years. 
25. The disclosures capture information on programs that no longer qualify as highly effective, or that a reporting entity elects to discontinue the ALM guidance, along with information on the outstanding hedging instruments that will be reclassified to a fair value measurement method. 
26. For reporting, it is proposed that new subtotals be added to Schedule DB to segregate the derivatives under the ALM derivative standard. 
Transition and Effective Date
27. The transition guidance proposes an effective date of January 1, 2027 to be applied on a prospective basis for approved, qualifying hedge programs in place on or after the effective date. The guidance includes a one-time transition provision for approved qualifying programs that have existing open derivatives with recognized unrealized gains and losses. After initial transition, reporting entities are not permitted to retroactively allocate unrealized gains or losses to deferred assets or liabilities. The transition provisions do not permit reporting entities to reverse previously recognized realized gains and losses for recognition as deferred assets or deferred liabilities regardless of if the program would have qualified in scope of the statement. 
28. A one-time transition provision has been included for approved, open qualifying programs to reclassify recognized unrealized gains and losses from derivative fair value changes to deferred assets and deferred liabilities. This is proposed to prevent situations in which reporting entities terminate and re-establish derivative programs as of the effective date. If the provision was not incorporated, then reporting entities that have previously established programs to allocate realized gains and losses from such hedging derivatives to IMR would be permitted to allocate the realized impacts from termination to IMR for future amortization. Reporting entities that had followed guidance in line with SSAP No. 86 and have not historically reclassified realized impacts from non-accounting effective hedging derivatives to the IMR would be at a disadvantage. 
29. With the transition provision, unrealized gains and losses recognized for approved, qualifying programs would be reclassified as deferred assets and liabilities, with amortization beginning, and the current fair value of the derivative would be established as the amortized cost basis. With this approach, future fair value fluctuations will not be recognized until derivative termination or removal from a highly effective program. At that time, assuming the program still qualified as an effective hedge, the derivative fair value would be recognized as a deferred asset and liability and follow the amortization provisions in the statement. 
30. The transition guidance is explicit that if there are open programs that will not qualify as an effective hedge under the statement, or for which the company will not elect to apply, then the open derivatives shall continue to be in scope of SSAP No. 86, reported at fair value, with fair value fluctuations reported as unrealized gains or losses. 
31. The transition guidance also reiterates provisions expected in SSAP No. 7, where if a reporting entity had realized gains and losses from derivatives previously allocated to the IMR, those balances shall be amortized over a period not to exceed 10 years. Upon the effective date of SSAP No. 7, realized gains and losses attributed to derivatives that do not qualify as effective hedges under SSAP No. 86 are not permitted to be taken to the IMR. 


Exhibit A – Example
Under the accounting provisions within this issue paper, all designated highly effective hedging instruments shall initially be reported in the financial statements at amortized cost. Amortized cost treatment will discontinue upon derivative maturity/termination or with de-designation (rebalancing) from a current highly effective program; at which time, the derivative fair value will be recognized as an asset or liability offset by a deferred asset (admitted) or deferred liability (i.e., fair value recognition is initially surplus neutral). 
Under this statement, the ability to recognize a derivative at amortized cost, with recognition of the resulting fair value as a deferred asset or liability is limited to only the portion of the fair value fluctuation in the hedging instruments that is attributed to the hedged risk and meets the highly effective criteria. As detailed in this standard, the hedged risk may be designated as a specific component of the hedged item. For example, an entity may designate the duration difference between a portfolio of fixed income investments and a group of future annuity payments in a pension risk transfer (PRT) and/or structured settlements block of liabilities.
Reporting entities shall designate and utilize one of the permitted tests for determining whether the program is highly effective detailed in paragraph 11. For example:
· Clearly Defined Hedging Strategy (CDHS) characteristics:
· Hedged item – Structured settlement liability net cash flows
· Hedged risk – Duration difference between hedged item and designated fixed income asset portfolio supporting the hedged item
· On July 1, 202x, the company’s documented defined hedged liability item had a modified duration of 10 (i.e., a 1% change in interest rates will cause a 10% change in fair value in the opposite direction), while the documented defined supporting asset portfolio had a modified duration of 9.
· The company designates a portfolio of derivatives to eliminate 100% of this duration difference (i.e., a highly effective derivative portfolio hedging this difference would place the modified duration of the fixed income assets with derivatives at between 9.8 and 10.25, which is 80%-125% of the modified duration difference). The company measures the effectiveness on July 1, 202x, and determines the hedge is highly effective (modified duration of supporting fixed income asset portfolio with derivatives = 10; modified duration of hedged liability = 10).
· On September 30, 202x, the company measures the effectiveness of the hedge program. Note: throughout the 3-month period, the company may have added various supporting fixed income assets, derivatives, and liability cash flows to this hedging relationship (all of which were clearly identified and classified as part of this linked portfolio at each inception). The hedge effectiveness is determined to be highly effective (e.g., modified duration of supporting fixed income asset portfolio with derivatives = 10; modified duration of hedged liability = 10).
· Example journal entries related to the above are as follows:



	SSAP109 Example

	Amortized Cost Method

	July 1, 202x:
	Fixed Income Assets = $100 (Modified Duration = 9)

	 
	Hedged Liabilities = $100 (Modified Duration = 10)

	 
	Fixed Income Assets Modified Duration With Derivatives = 10

	 
	Fixed Income Assets & Liabilities' Amortized Cost = Fair Value 

	 
	Derivatives Amortized Cost & Fair Value = 0 

	Sept. 30, 202x:
	 
	
	
	 

	Example Entries
	
	
	 

	Change in Value
	
	
	 

	 
	N/A
	
	
	 

	 
	
	
	
	 

	Derivative Maturity/Termination (if applicable)
	
	 

	 
	DR-CR:  Cash
	
	
		surplus neutral




	 
	DR-CR:  Deferred Asset/Liability
	
	
	 

	 
	 
	
	
	 

	Amortization (subsequent quarters for maturities/terminations, as applicable)

	 
	DR-CR:  Deferred Asset/Liability
	
	
	
	surplus impact




	 
	DR-CR:  Net Investment Income
	
	over amort period

	 
	
	
	
	 

	Liquidation Value (amounts rounded for simplicity)
	 
	 

	Liquidation Value (fair value realization via asset sales, derivative settlement, reinsurance):

	 
	
	Assets
	Liabilities
	 

	BOP Fair Value (Liquidation Value)
	100
	100
	Net Flat Liquidation Value

	Value Change (ex-derivatives)
	9
	10
	Interest rates decrease 1%

	EOP Fair Value (Liquidation Value) (ex-derivatives)
	109
	110
	Net Liquidation Value changes due to duration difference (pre-hedging); also, bond reinvestment interest rates may not cover liabilities

	 
	
	 
	 
	 

	ALM Derivatives
	1
	 
	ALM derivatives (e.g., receive-fixed swaps in this scenario) will increase in value when rates fall (which offsets the above difference)

	EOP Liquidation Value (w/derivatives)
	110
	110
	BOP net flat Liquidation Value remains intact due to highly effective hedges

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Balance Sheet Value
	
	
	 

	BOP
	
	100
	100
	Net flat

	 
	
	
	
	 

	EOP (amort cost-ex derivatives)
	100
	100
	 

	EOP (derivative maturities)
	1
	1
	per above journal entry (DR-CR:  Cash; DR-CR: Deferred)

	EOP Balance Sheet Total
	101
	101
	Net flat (reflects highly effective hedge); deferral of asset/ liability brings balance sheet surplus equal to liquidation value

	 
	
	
	
	 

	De-Designation Example Entries, if applicable (using SSAP No. 86 as a guide):

	De-designation
	
	
	
	 




	 
	DR-CR:  Derivative Asset/Liability
	
	
	   current value

	 
	DR-CR:  Deferred Asset/Liability
	
	
	   (surplus neutral)

	 
	Start amortizing
	
	
	 

	 
	
	
	
	 

	Subsequent Accounting (MTM)
	
	
	 

	 
	DR-CR:  Derivative Asset/Liability
	
	
		(prospective MTM in URGL)




	 
	DR-CR:  URGL (Surplus)
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