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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 

Law Firm 

II. DfCISION 

IZJ Denial Upheld 

D Denial Overturned 

III. PRIMARY BASIS FOR PANELlST DECISION 

Middle 

Please select the primary basis for your decision. You may also write a comment describing the basis for your 
decision. 

D Claim should have been excluded. 

~ Claim should have been denied. 

D Claim should not have been excluded. 

D Claim should not have been denied. 

D No error. 

Comment (optional) 

filed this Business Economic Loss claim under the Settlement Agreement. The 
Settlement Program denied the claim originally, on Re-Review, and upon Reconsideration .••••• 
appeals.The heart of the appeal is whether is an "insurance-related business" 
under the Settlement Agreement, §2.2.4.4. If it is an "insurance-related business," then the claim is excluded. 
In addition, if Claimant has a NAICS Code listed in Exhibit 18 of the Settlement Agreement, then it is deemed an 
insurance-related business and is excluded.Claimant argues it is an auditing business and that it "does not 
provide services to or act on behalf of insurance companies." See Claimant's Reply Brief, at 1. Claimant does 
not communicate directly with insurance companies but rather with their clients and with third-party 
administrators. Claimant also notes it does not have a NAICS Code number listed on Exhibit 18 and complains 
of the Settlement Program's assignment of NAICS Code 524298 (that is on Exhibit 18).BP rejoins that the 
Settlement Program's assignment of NAICS Code 524298 is appropriate because (1) Claimant's 2010 Federal 
Corporate Income Tax Return used a NAICS Code number that was invalid for use in this process thus requiring 
the Settlement Program to assign an appropriate NAICS Code number; (2) the Code number Claimant used was 
for other Insurance Related Activities; and (3) the assigned Code number must closely resembles Claimant's 
business activities ' rtra al of itself as an auditin com an is sim listic and obscures that its 

BPAPP467 



 

business is interwoven with health claims, much of which are insurance related.  Two pieces of evidence 
proffered by Claimant actually support the Settlement Program’s denial.  Exhibit A of Claimant’s Opening 
Memorandum cites their Products & Services.  Amongst those services are “insurance claims audits.”  Both are 
insurance related regardless of what company is retaining Claimant’s Services.  The second piece of evidence is 
Exhibit E.  In it, Claimant is the Auditor of the  program administered by Blue 
Cross Blue Shield of .  In working with the Third Party Administrator on behalf of the self-funded 
City of , Claimant is engaged in an insurance-related activity.  The Affidavit of  
does nothing to change the equation.The Settlement Program properly concluded Claimant engages in an 
insurance-related business and therefore properly denied this claim. 
 

 
 




