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APPEAL PANEL DECISION FORM 

I. CLAIMANT AND CLAIM INFORMATION 

Last/Name of Business First 

Claimant Name .... -Claimant ID Claim ID 

Claim Type Business Economic Loss 

Law Firm 

II. DECISION 

Middle 

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. 

Compensation Amount $38,688 

D BP's Final Proposal Risk Transfer Premium 1.50 

Prior Payment Offset $0 

Compensation Amount $47,746.14 

1ZJ Claimant's Final Proposal Risk Transfer Premium 1.50 

Prior Payment Offset $0 

III. PRIMARY BASIS FOR PANEUST DECISION 

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

D Error in documentation review. 

D Error in calculation. 

D Error in RTP multiplier. 

D Error in Prior Spill-Related Payment Amount. 

IZI No error. 

Comment (optional) 

BP appeals the BEL award of $47,746.14 (pre-RTP) to this - FL real estate agent. BP asserts the familiar 
argument that the Claims Administrator failed to properly implement Policy 495 and failed to use the proper 
methodology (AVM vs PSM). On this latter point, it is abundantly clear that real estate agents do not fall within 
the category of NAI CS codes for which the PSM methodology was designed and BP's argument is without 
merit.In it's Final Proposal, BP offers the sum of $38 688, vet provides no explanation in its memoranda whv 



 

that figure is the more appropriate one that as determined by the Claims Administrator. In its brief, BP 
specifically notes that the Settlement Program identified inconsistencies between the claimant’s P&Ls and her 
commission statements, but failed to address the mismatched revenue. BP does not specifically outline which 
discrepancies it was referring to; however, the record shows that the DWH accountants identified two timing 
differences between Claimant’s P&Ls and her commission statements and made appropriate adjustments to 
correct and restate Claimant’s revenue. This is the proper implementation of Policy 495.BP’s appeal is without 
merit and the award to Claimant is upheld. 

 
 


