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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 $31,185.19 

D BP's Final Proposal Risk Transfer Premium .25 

Prior Payment Offset $0 

Compensation Amount $39,977.19 

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

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) 

Decision comment uploaded 

BPAPP00237



 

 

 

 
BP appeals an award to Claimant, a real estate agent in , FL (Zone C), and 
contends that the Claims Administrator erred in its calculation of Claimant’s award because of the 
failure to attribute revenue to the months in which it was earned. 
 
The Settlement Program determined that Claimant’s financial data were not sufficiently 
matched.  This triggered implementation of the Annual Variable Margin methodology (“AVM”) 
to address the matching problem pursuant to Claims Administration Policy 495, and was the 
basis for the award.  BP asserts this approach fails to attribute a revenue spike to the months in 
which the corresponding earnings activities actually occurred, resulting in Claimant’s post-Spill 
economic performance being artificially understated. 
 
BP argues the AVM methodology is not designed to address problems with the timing of 
revenue, as it only redistributes expenses and thus does not address the fact that revenues are 
recorded as “spikes” in the months they are booked.  
 
Real Estate Agents are not among those professionals delineated for inclusion under the Professional 
Services Methodology. Policy 495, at 13. Therefore the Claims Administrator correctly applied the 
AVM methodology to the calculation and review of the claim. The Claims Administrator found that 
Claimant’s financials were “sufficiently matched” after implementation of the AVM methodology.  
 
The AVM methodology was appropriate for this claim and the Claims Administrator’s analysis was 
correct. The Award is upheld, and Claimant’s Final Proposal is hereby selected. 


