
 

APPEAL PANEL DECISION FORM 

I.  CLAIMANT AND CLAIM INFORMATION 

Claimant Name 
Last/Name of Business First 

 

Middle 

 

Claimant ID  Claim ID 

Claim Type Business Economic Loss 

Law Firm 

  II.  DECISION 

Select the Compensation Amount set forth in either BP’s Final Proposal or the Claimant’s Final Proposal as the 
final outcome on the claim and check the appropriate box to signify your decision.  

 BP’s Final  Proposal 

Compensation Amount $105,628.66 

Risk Transfer Premium .25 

Prior Payment Offset $0 

 Claimant’s Final  Proposal 

Compensation Amount $105,628.66 

Risk Transfer Premium 1.25 

Prior Payment Offset $0 

III. PRIMARY BASIS FOR PANELIST DECISION 

Please select the primary basis for your decision. You may also write a comment describing the basis for your 
decision. 
 
 Error in documentation review. 

 
 Error in calculation. 

 
 Error in RTP multiplier. 

 
 Error in Prior Spill-Related Payment Amount. 

 
 No error. 

 
Comment (optional): 
 
BP appeals a BEL award to Claimant on the sole basis that the Tourism-based RTP multiplier was inappropriate. 
Specifically, BP pointed to the Administrator's Current/Last Review Worksheet, in which a non-Tourism NAICS 
Code (323113-Commercial Screen Painting) was assigned. It also pointed to website representations by 
Claimant that it engages in printing, embroidery and promotional item needs for major universities, local 
schools, public government and private clientele... Claimant responded in part that self-descriptions on websites 
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are not controlling and that a significant part of its wholesale sales ultimately went to retail outlets. This panelist 
requested a Summary of Review explaining why a Tourism designation was included in the award. In essence, 
the Administrator admitted that after an initial Tourism designation (NAICS 448190-Other Clothing Stores), its 
internal Quality Assurance process , reviewing websites and other pertinent data, determined that a non-
Tourism NAICS Code (323113)was more appropriate, but that this review process occurred after the Eligibility 
Notice had been transmitted.Applying the totality of circumstances test to this Claimant's activities, this panelist 
agrees with the Administrator's reconsidered designation. Claimant's activities cater largely to local needs and 
customers, and is not deserving of a Tourism designation or RTP. As such, BP's final proposal must be accepted 
as the correct one. 
 

 
 




