
DEEPWATER HORIZON 

CLAIMS CENTER 

APPEAL PANEL DECISION FORM 

I. CLAIMANT AND CLAIM INFORMATION 

Last/Name of Business First 

Claimant Name 

Claimant ID Claim ID 

Claim Type 

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 $83,718 

D BP's Final Proposal Risk Transfer Premium .25 

Prior Payment Offset $0 

Compensation Amount $97,829.02 

1ZJ Claimant's Final Proposal Risk Transfer Premium .25 

Prior Payment Offset $0 

III. PRIMARY BASIS FOR PANEUST DECI SION 

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) 

. is a graduation products and announcements e-commerce compan~ 
Business Economic Loss claim under the Settlement Agreement. The Settlement Program awarded-
$97,829.02, pre-RTP. BP appeals.This is a "baseball" appeal, meaning the Final Proposal closest to the correct 
award prevails. BP's Final Proposal is $83,718 while - proposes $97,829.02. BP argues that the 
Settlement Pro ram misclassified three ex ense line items. An anal sis of each is re uired to determine the 



 

outcome of this appeal, especially given that the competing Final Proposals are relatively close to each 
other.The first issue relates to the Settlement Program’s classification of “Tradeshow/Convention Expenses” as 
Travel & Entertainment, a variable item.  BP alleges it “is most likely an expense for advertising”, a fixed cost.  
See BP’s Initial Proposal, at 2.  The problem with this assertion is that (a) it requires a reversal of the 
Settlement Program’s determination (b) without any concrete record on which to reverse, and (c) without a 
quantification of how such a change would impact the award.The second and third issues relates to the 
Settlement Program’s classification of “Web Site” Expenses and “Equipment Parts” as fixed.  If BP’s speculation 
in this regard is correct, then BP would have a point.  However, it is based on speculation and supposition.  It 
also suffers from a failure to quantify the effect of such a re-categorization on the award.Therefore, I conclude 
Claimant’s Final Proposal is closest to the correct award based on the record in this case. 
 

 
 


