
 

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 $0 

Risk Transfer Premium .25 

Prior Payment Offset $0 

 Claimant’s Final  Proposal 

Compensation Amount $43,985.38 

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): 
 
BP appeals this BEL award in favor of BP contends that , since receives some 
of its payments from insurance companies, there must be a mis-match between the services provided and the 
receipt of revenues. The argument is made that one payment received in August 2010, one month after the 
compensation period, was undoubtedly paid subsequent to the performance of services and reallocating a 
fraction of this payment to prior months results in claimant failing the causation test.   However, this contention 
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is based on speculation. asserts that insurance claims are typically paid within 10-15 days if filed by mail 
and within 5-10 days if filed electronically. There is no evidence which suppports appellant's unsubstantiated 
allegation on this issue.  BP also argues the Settlement program erred by applying the Annual Variable Margin 
methodology instead of the Professional Services methodology. However, as claimant points out, medical and 
dental professionals are not included among the enumerated NAICS codes set forth in Policy 495. If these 
providers were intended to be included in the Professional Services methodology, these professions would have 
been specifically included in Policy 495.   For the foregoing reasons, there is a finding in favor of claimant's final 
proposal. 
 

 
 




