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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 $38,162 

D BP's Final Proposal Risk Transfer Premium .25 

Prior Payment Offset $0 

Compensation Amount $50,960.58 

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) 

Claimant, a...._ AL dentist, was awarded $50,900.58 (pre-RTP) in his BEL claim. BP appeals, 
contending that the Settlement Program failed to adequately match Claimant's revenue with his expenses and 
instead contends he is entitled to $38,132. Interestingly, BP does not take the position that this dental 
professional's claim should be subject to the Professional Services Methodology.BP notes that Claimant's 
ex enses for dental su lies and laborato fees fluctuate and that his income should be ad ·usted to "match" 
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these expenses. This argument is nonsensical, and Claimant correctly points out that the vast majority of his 
services (and income) require no laboratory fees at all. He is required to submit claims for reimbursement to 
insurance companies and his income is thus captured when earned. Policy 495, which has been adopted by the 
parties and approved by the court, requires that the Claims Administrator make an initial determination after 
review of a claimant’s financial material that the income and expenses are “sufficiently matched.” In this 
instance, none of the seven criteria for insufficiently matched financials was triggered, thereby supporting 
Claimant's position that they were sufficiently matched,  and the Claims Administrator appropriately processed 
the claim under the standard BEL methodology.BP offers no evidence to support its final proposal of $38,162, 
nor do I find any after a thorough review of the record. I find BP’s appeal to be without merit and therefore 
approve Claimant’s final proposal. 
 

 
 


