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APPEAL PANEL DECISION FORM 

I. CLAIMANT AND CLAIM INFORMATION 

...... Rrst 

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 $0 

D BP's Final Proposal Risk Transfer Premium 1.25 

Prior Payment Offset $0 

Compensation Amount $260,737.67 

1Z1 Claimant's Final Proposal Risk Transfer Premium 2.00 

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) 

See decision uploaded in portal. 
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Claim ID  

 

BP appeals the $260,737.67 (pre-RTP) award to this  travel agency, 

raising four issues in its Notice of Appeal: (1) misclassification of expenses, (2) 

“errors in the application of BEL methodology,” (3) “unanswered questions” 

regarding the data relied upon, and (4) Claimant does not appear to qualify for 

compensation. The latter two issues were not discussed in BP’s memoranda and are 

therefore considered to be abandoned. 

In its supporting memoranda, BP challenges the Claimant’s tourism designation, 

attaching selected pages of Claimant’s website and argues that the “essence of 

tourism” equates to “travelling for purposes of enjoyment.” BP contends that 

Claimant arranges “corporate” travel and therefore was erroneously given a tourism 

designation. There are several flaws with this argument. First, as Claimant points 

out, BP did not raise the RTP in its notice of appeal and therefore has violated Rule 

14. Even assuming that the issue falls within “errors in application of BEL 

methodology,” which this panelist doubts, BP’s factual position is inaccurate. 

Claimant arranges travel for businesses as well as for family vacations and other 

purposes. Exhibit 2 defines “tourism” as a business which provides “services such as 

attracting, transporting, accommodating or catering to the needs or wants of 

persons traveling to, or staying in, places outside their home community.” This is 

precisely what the Claimant does. The Settlement Agreement says nothing about 

such travel being solely for pleasure and BP’s argument on this issue is without 

merit. 

BP criticizes the classification of “agent errors” as a fixed expense, yet offers no 

insight as to the effect, if any, a reclassification would have on Claimant’s award. 

After a thorough review, I find any such effect to be minimal and certainly not a 

justification of BP’s final proposal of $0. 

The award to the Claimant is affirmed. 


