
 

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 $40,715 

Risk Transfer Premium .25 

Prior Payment Offset $0 

 Claimant’s Final  Proposal 

Compensation Amount $54,331.08 

Risk Transfer Premium .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): 
 
See attached opinion uploaded in the portal. 
 

 
 

jgoodwin
Typewritten Text
2014-811



DWH:  

Claim ID:  

Written Reasons and Opinion: 

In this appeal of a Business Economic Loss award to a Destin, Florida, lessor of commercial 
property, BP asserts that the Claims Administrator failed to insure that it used financial data that 
attributed revenue to the months in which the services which generated that revenue were 
provided.  The Annual Variable Margin Methodology/Professional Services Methodology issue 
is not raised here.   

BP’s complaint has to do with allocation of three rent checks received by the Claimant from its 
tenant in December of 2010.  Check stubs provided by the Claimant indicated that one was a 
payment for December rent and the second was payment for January of 2011.  BP challenges the 
claims analyst’s allocation of the third check to the month of February, 2011, despite what it 
views as a lack of evidence to support that decision.  Since there were several months in 2010, 
including November of that year, in which Claimant recorded no rent payment, BP asserts that 
the Settlement Program failed to determine whether this check related to November or another, 
earlier month. 

In reply, Claimant contends, and the record reflects, that the analyst inquired specifically about 
these payments and received a written response which, in his professional judgment, he found to 
be acceptable.  His Calculation Notes, under the heading “Revenue Adjustments” state, in part, 
as follows: 

The Claimant provided a statement in January 2011 indicating he originally filed 
a claim in November 2010 for lost rental revenue from June, September, October 
and November 2010 and in December 2010 received a payment which brought 
the tenant current on his rent as of January 2011 except for the four missed 
payments noted above (Doc. ID: pgs. 18 and 32.)  The DWH 
Accountant adjusted the rental revenue to reflect the payment receipts and the 
nature of a long term commercial rental. 

Claimant argues that this clearly shows it did not receive any payment for the missed November, 
2010 payment or any other missed payment during that year; consequently, the third check was 
appropriately attributed to February of 2011.  After careful review of the Claimant Summaries, 
Contact Notes and Current/Last Review Reports, it is clear that the Claims Administrator 
committed no error in his analysis and calculation of this claim. 

For the foregoing reasons, the determination of the Claims Administrator is upheld and decision 
must be entered herein in favor of Claimant’s Final Proposal. 

Decision:  November 24, 2014 




