
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 

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 .25 

Prior Payment Offset $0 

Compensation Amount $323,452.75 

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

Prior Payment Offset $0 

Ill. 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) 

filed this Business Economic Loss claim under the Settlement Agreement. The Settlement 
Program awarded $323,452.75, pre-RTP. BP appeals, advancing two points of error.BP first argues that 
commissions paid by to its employees are not matched with corresponding revenues and further 
that the Settlement Program failed to investigate whether a "Bad Debt" expense write-off was properly 
allocated. BP's second ar ument is that the Settlement Pro ram failed to match revenues and ex enses 



 

appropriately.  As the issues are interwoven, they will be treated together.BP correctly observes that the 
Settlement Agreement, and the case law construing it, requires matching of revenues and expenses.  To 
implement this principle, the Claims Administrator adopted Policy 495 after significant consultation with all 
interested parties.  Policy 495 does not require perfect matching but rather sufficient matching.In this matter, 
the Claim’s Administrator accountants identified a matching issue.  This triggered the application of Policy 495.  
The accounting professionals applied the AVM methodology and reached the result of which BP complains.  In 
applying Policy 495 and the AVM methodology, the Claims Administrator achieved sufficient matching under the 
law.  Moreover, the AVM methodology renders BP’s complaints on commission expenses and bad debt write offs 
moot.This is a “baseball” appeal, meaning the Final Proposal closest to being the correct award prevails.  Here, 
Claimant’s Final Proposal represents the Settlement Program’s Final Award while BP submits $0.00.  There is no 
factual basis to accept BP’s Final Proposal and no quantification by BP of the effect on the award of any 
complained-of errors.  Therefore, Claimant’s Final Proposal is correct choice. 
 

 
 


