
Life Actuarial (A) Task Force/ Health Actuarial (B) Task Force
Amendment Proposal Form*

1.	Identify yourself, your affiliation and a very brief description (title) of the issue.

	VM-22 (A) Subgroup
	Addressing LATF referral for the VM-22 Standard Projection Amount (SPA): Disclosures & Credibility 

2.	Identify the document, including the date if the document is “released for comment,” and the location in the document where the amendment is proposed:

	June 18, 2025
APF 2025-12XX
NAIC Valuation Manual, VM-22 Section 3.C and VM-31 Section 3.F.14.k

3.	Show what changes are needed by providing a red-line version of the original verbiage with deletions and identify the verbiage to be deleted, inserted or changed by providing a red-line (turn on “track changes” in Word®) version of the verbiage. (You may do this through an attachment.)

	See attachment


4.	State the reason for the proposed amendment? (You may do this through an attachment.)

[bookmark: _Hlk211855966]On April 3, 2025, the NAIC Life Actuarial (A) Task Force voted to make a referral to the NAIC VM-22 Subgroup to address regulator concerns raised during the Subgroup discussion regarding the VM-22 Standard Projection Amount. These concerns were primarily focused on inserting the SPA as a floor mechanism upon no or limited credibility supporting actuarial assumptions, as well as enhanced disclosures if the SPA serves only as a disclosure item.

In the referral, LATF directed the VM-22 Subgroup to:
1. Require an attribution analysis, individually covering all material drivers and a residual impact, between the SR and SPA whenever an ASPA is indicated.
1. Require an attribution analysis, individually covering all material drivers and a residual impact,  between the SR and SPA for all companies at least every 3 years.
1. Clarify that if an ASPA is indicated and the company is not strengthening their reserves in response to the SPA result, they need to provide support that the material drivers of the difference are due to company assumptions that can be supported based on reliable, relevant, and credible company data.
1. Reiterate that the SPA is not a safe harbor.

The edits outlined in this amendment proposal are intended to provide wording to address the four items above.


* This form is not intended for minor corrections, such as formatting, grammar, cross–references or spelling. Those types of changes do not require action by the entire group and may be submitted via letter or email to the NAIC staff support person for the NAIC group where the document originated. 
NAIC Staff Comments:

	Dates: Received
	Reviewed by Staff
	Distributed
	Considered

	6/17/25
	S.O./A.F.
	
	

	Notes: 2025-12
Exposed 6/20/25 by Ben Slutsker, Chair of VM-22 Subgroup for a 60-day comment period ending 8/19/25. Adopted by VM-22 Subgroup 9/17/25.





VM-22 Section 3.C

C. The Additional Standard Projection Amount

The additional standard projection amount is determined by applying the standard projection method defined in Section 6. 

Where an Additional Standard Projection Amount is indicated, the company should strengthen the assumptions and/or margins used for the SR until an ASPA would no longer be indicated, unless the Company can show that the difference between the SR and the SPA can be attributed to differences between the assumptions prescribed for the SPA and the company assumptions, for assumptions where the company assumption is based on company experience data that is reliable, relevant, and credible. 

However, the SPA disclosure is not a safe harbor. An ASPA not being indicated does not automatically imply that the assumptions and/or margins used for the SR or DR are appropriate.  The Company should have robust support for the development of all company assumptions and margins.

If an ASPA is not indicated, subject to the requirements in this subjection, Tthe additional standard projection amount is only required for disclosure purposes pursuant to VM-31. 

Guidance Note: To further expand upon use of the Standard Projection Amount (SPA), the NAIC Life Actuarial (A) Task Force adopted a referral to the VM-22 (A) Subgroup on April 3, 2025 that states the following:

“LATF directs the VM-22 Subgroup to:
	1. Require an attribution analysis, individually covering all material drivers and a residual impact, between the SR and SPA whenever an ASPA is indicated.
	2. Require an attribution analysis, individually covering all material drivers and a residual impact, between the SR and SPA for all companies at least every 3 years.
	3. Clarify that if an ASPA is indicated and the company is not strengthening their reserves in response to the SPA result, they need to provide support that the material drivers of the difference are due to company assumptions that can be supported based on reliable, relevant, and credible company data.
	4. Reiterate that the SPA is not a safe harbor.”

Therefore, although not included in the NAIC Valuation Manual effective for 1/1/2026 due to time constraints, the VM-22 (A) Subgroup will develop language to address the above directive for the 1/1/2027 Valuation Manual. Upon such adoption by the Life Actuarial (A) Task Force, as feasible, companies are encouraged to incorporate such changes for 2026 reporting. The enhanced disclosures will ensure an effective SPA and enable the VM-22 (A) Subgroup and LATF to evaluate the SPA framework as adopted within three years.

VM-31 Section 3.F.14

k. Attribution Analysis for VM-22

i. For groups of contracts that calculate a SR or DR under VM-22 requirements, where an ASPA is indicated and the Company can support not strengthening the assumptions and/or margins used for the SR or DR until an ASPA would no longer be indicated, the Company should provide an attribution analysis between the SR and the SPA, individually covering all material drivers and a residual impact. For any material drivers, support should be provided that the Company assumption is based on Company experience data that is reliable, relevant, and credible. 

ii. For groups of contracts that calculate a SR or DR under VM-22 requirements, where an ASPA is not indicated, the Company should provide an attribution analysis between the SR or DR and the SPA, individually covering all material drivers and a residual impact, at least every three years. For any material drivers, support should be provided that the Company assumption is based on Company experience data that is reliable, relevant, and credible. 

Guidance Note: The VM-22 Subgroup and LATF will be reevaluating the decision to make the SPA a disclosure within three years.  The strength and reliability of the SPA disclosures, including the attribution analysis, in initial years will be a key consideration for that reevaluation.
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