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APPEAL PANEL DECISION FORM
I. CLAIMANT AND CLAIM INFORMATION
Last/Name of Business

Middle

First

Claimant Name
Claimant ID

Claim ID

Claim Type
Law Firm
II. DECISION

Select t he 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 t he appropriate box to signify your decision.

D

BP's Final Proposal

Compensation Amount

$0

Risk Transfer Premium

2.50

Prior Payment Offset

$91,268.49

Compensation Amount

D

Claimant's Final Proposal

$46,397.55

Risk Transfer Premium

2.50

Prior Payment Offset

$91,268.49

IZI Remand to Claims Administrator
III. PRIMARY BASIS FOR PANEUST DECISION

Please select the primary basis for your decision. You may also w rite a comment describing t he basis for your
decision.

IZI Error in documentation review.

D Error in calculation.
D Error in RTP multiplier.
D Error in Prior Spill-Related Payment Amount.
D No error.
Comment (optional)
Reasons for Remand uploaded to portal

BPAPP393

Claim ID No.
The Settlement Program awarded Claimant, a seafood restaurant in
, $46,397.55 (pre-RTP). BP appeals, asserting the award is based on
revenue Claimant generated through reselling tens of thousands of dollars of
illegally purchased seafood. BP claims that Claimant entered a plea
admitting it illegally purchased finfish and spiny lobster throughout
2007 to 2009, and submitted false reports related to those purchases, and that
Claimant was convicted and paid a fine of
. As a significant portion of
Claimant’s 2007-2009 Benchmark Period revenues were generated through this
alleged illegal activity, BP argues the award must be vacated.
BP referred this claim to the Settlement Program’s Fraud Waste and Abuse
Department in a letter dated December 8, 2014. On January 8, 2015, the
Settlement Program issued its Notice of Document Investigation Process, stating,
“We need more information regarding the plea agreement.” This indicates the
Claims Administrator had undertaken to investigate BP’s allegations of fraud,
waste and abuse in connection with this claim. In a notice dated March 6, 2015,
the Settlement Program requested that Claimant provide “[a] breakout of the
revenues and expenses reported on the 2007 through 2009 profit and loss
statements related to the technical violations listed in the plea agreement.” In
April, 2015 Claimant’s counsel advised the Claims Administrator that they needed
more time to respond to the request for document verification. This is the last
document filed in the record except for BP’s Supplemental memoranda filed July
9, 2015. This matter was referred to the Appeal Panel on September 17, 2015.
An investigation was initiated by the Claims Administrator in response to BP’s
report of the plea agreement, conviction and fine. The Program reported in its
Summary of Review that the investigation was not completed as the Award had
entered the Appeals Process prior to receipt of BP’s letter. The investigation
should be completed, as its outcome may well be determinative. Accordingly, this
matter is remanded to the Claims Administrator’s Fraud, Waste and Abuse
Department, as described in Rule 25 of the Rules Governing the Appeals Process
for the Economic and Property Damages Settlement, for completion of its

Investigation and determination of what action, if any, would be appropriate in
light thereof.

