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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 Seafood Compensation Program 

Law Firm 

II. DECISION 

Middle 

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 the appropriate box to signify your decision. 

Compensation Amount $133,556.68 

IZI BP's Final Proposal Risk Transfer Premium 0 

Prior Payment Offset $0 

Compensation Amount $737,611 

D Claimant's Final Proposal Risk Transfer Premium 0 

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) 

See Separate Decision 



  
Claim ID  
 

 files this appeal after receiving an award of $133,556.68 from the 
Settlement Program. Appellant contends the award was understated because the Claims 
Administrator utilized trip tickets instead of the company's tax returns and also failed to award 
the additional captain's share even though the vessel in question is owned and was to be operated 
by claimant. 
 
  The Settlement Agreement clearly allows for trip  tickets as well as tax returns to be used as 
proof of gross revenue from shrimp harvesting. Claimant suggests the earnings were clearly and 
accurately set forth in the tax returns and contends it was error for the Program to use the trip 
tickets which did not capture the full measure of claimant's revenues. BP, on the other hand, 
argued that tax returns were not the appropriate documentation for claimants who have multiple 
vessels and who operate a vertically integrated harvest, wholesale and retail business at the same 
time. This Panelist requested clarification from the Claims Administrator confirming why the 
tickets were used instead of the tax returns. The Administrator indicated a claimant outreach call 
was performed and the claimant indicated he was a wholesale and not a retail business. 
Additionally, the claimant confirmed he adds value to the catch by maintaining, packaging and 
shipping the catch. The claimant also admitted , in addition to the harvest, shrimp are purchased 
from other harvesters for re-sale. As the Claims Administrator correctly stated, all this 
information "confirms that the gross revenues on claimant's tax return is not reflective of his own 
seafood harvest activities and is more reflective of gross revenue earned through wholesale 
activities". Accordingly, it was clearly not error for the Settlement Program to utilize the trip 
tickets as opposed to the tax returns in this case.  
 
Additionally, the claimant's attempt to capture captain's income is also without sound basis. As 
Exhibit 10 sets forth, the vessel owner must establish there has been no separate claim for 
compensation submitted as a Boat Captain under any Shrimp Compensation Plan. BP points to 
another claim submitted by this claimant and claimant only counters that no claim was made by a 
Boat Captain for the vessel at issue in the present claim. This is not sufficient under the terms of 
the Settlement Agreement.  
 
Accordingly, the claimant's appeal is dismissed and the award by the Settlement Program is 
affirmed. 
 
 




