
G S I S Government Service Insurance System 
Financial Center, Pasay City, Metro Manila 1308 

BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

In the Matter of the claim for 
Retirement Benefit. 

DIMALIPOS T. MACARIMBANG, 
Petitioner. 

}(-----------------------------------------}( 

GSIS Board Case No. 022-08 

RESOLUTION 

For resolution of the Board is a Motion for Reconsideration 

dated 03 October 20111 filed by Petitioner Dimalipos T. Macarimbang 

praying for reconsideration of the Board's Decision dated 14 July 2011 

dismissing his petition. 

In his subject motion, Petitioner's propositions may be summed 

up into two (2) basic assertions that: 

1. The GSIS' computation of his Basic Monthly Pension 

(BMP) is erroneous; and, 

2. All his loan payments were duly paid and deducted 

from his monthly salary by his mother agency. 

1 A copy of which was received by the GSIS on 11 October 2011. 
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When Petitioner's application for retirement was originally 

processed in March 2006, his Basic Monthly Pension (BMP) was 

computed at P16,272.62 equivalent to 90% of his AMC of P18,080.69. 

With respect to the first issue, Petitioner claims that the correct 

AMC that should have been applied in computing his monthly pension 

is P18,436.83 instead of P18,080.69 which was the original 

computation made in March 2006. Accordingly, his BMP (90% of his 

AMC) should be P16,593.14, and not P16,272.62 as what was initially 

computed. 

In particular, Petitioner's computation of his AMC is as follows: 

Period Equivalent in Annual Salary Total 
Years 

Jan 01, 2003 to 0.5000 years 206,532.00 p 103,266.00 
]un 30, 2003 

Jul 01, 2003 to 1.00000 years 218,928.00 218,928.00 
]un 30, 2004 

]ul 01, 2004 to 1.5 years p 227,688.00 341,530.00 
Dec 30, 2005 

TOTAL 3 years p 663,726.00 
AMC p 18,436.83 
BMP (90% of p 16,593.14 

AMC) 

Upon verification with our records, however, it was shown that 

Petitioner's computation was incorrect because he did not consider 
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his actual number of days of service in determining the 36 month

period preceding his retirement on 14 December 2005. Applying the 

formula prescribed by R.A. No. 8291, the correct AMC and BMP of 

Petitioner should have been accounted as follows: 

Period Equivalent in Annual Salary Total 
Years 

Dec 14, 2002 0.54 772 years 206,532.00 p 113,121.71 
to 
]un 30, 2003 

Jul 01 , 2003 to 1. 00000 years 218,928.00 218,928.00 
]un 30, 2004 

Jul 01, 2004 to 1.45228 years p 227,688.00 330,666.73 
Dec 14, 2005 
(last day in 
service) 

TOTAL 3 years p 662,716.44 
AMC p 18,408.79 
BMP (90% of p 16,567.91 
AMC) 

While Petitioner was correct in saying that the original 

computation of his AMC at P16,272.62 was erroneous, his 

computation as presented above is likewise incorrect because he did 

not consider his actual number of days of service in determining the 

36 month-period preceding his retirement on December 14, 2005. 

In view of the foregoing, Petitioner's AMC should be adjusted 

from P18,080.69 to P18,408.79, and his BMP from P16,272 .62 to 

P16,567.91. 

- 3 -



.. 
, .J 

Consequently, Petitioner's retirement benefit as of his date of 

retirement should likewise be adjusted based on the adjusted AMC 

ofP18,408.79 and BMP ofP16,567.91. 

Anent the second issue, Petitioner asserts that he religiously 

paid for the monthly amortizations of all his outstanding loans to the 

GSIS. As proof, he submitted a certified payslip from the Department 

of Education showing his salary deductions for his loan payments. 2 

As already discussed in the Board's Decision dated July 14, 

2011, the basis for the deductions made on the proceeds of 

Petitioner's retirement benefit was justified in view of the several 

periods in which no remittances were received by the GSIS for 

Petitioner's accounts. Unfortunately, Petitioner's certified payslip does 

not cover the periods wherein GSIS records reflect no payments for 

his loan amortizations. Petitioner needs to present proof that his 

salary was in fact debited for loan amortizations during said periods, 

otherwise as in this case, his claim that he had paid his loans in full 

cannot be given full credence. 

Finally, Petitioner invokes Section 16.2.23, Rule XVI of the 

Implementing Rules3 (IRR) of Republic Act (R.A.) No. 8291, claiming 

2 Annex 2, Motion for Reconsideration. 
3 1997 
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that he should not be faulted if the deductions made from his salary 

were not remitted to the GSIS as payment for his obligation. He 

maintains that it is the responsibility of the Board to demand payment 

of the unremitted deductions from his employer, and that in case of 

default, the Board should have initiated court action against said 

employer instead of deducting the amount from his retirement pay. 

In this connection, Section 16.2.23, Rule XVI of the IRR of R.A. 

No. 8291 is hereby reproduced in full: 

Section 16.2 Powers and Functions of the GSIS. The GSIS 
shall exercise the following powers and functions: 

XXX 

16.2.23 To ensure the collection or recovery of 
all indebtedness, liabilities and/or 
accountabilities, including unpaid premiums or 
contributions in favor of the GSIS arising from 
any cause or source whatsoever, due from all 
obligors, whether public or private. 

For this purpose, the Board shall demand 
payment or settlement of such obligations 
within Thirty (30) days from the date the 
obligation becomes due, and in the event of 
failure or refusal of the obligor or debtor to 
comply with the demand, to initiate or 
institute the necessary or proper actions or 
suits, criminat civil, administrative or 
otherwise, before the courts, tribunals, 
commissions, boards, or bodies of proper 
jurisdiction within Thirty (30) days reckoned 
from the expiry date of the period fixed in the 
demand within which to pay or settle the 
account; 

XXX 
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In the first place, it bears stressing that Petitioner's contention 

necessarily fails in view of his failure to present proof that payments 

for his loan amortizations were deducted from his salary albeit the 

same were not remitted to the GSIS. 

Contrary to Petitioner's claim assuming, without granting, that 

deductions from his salary were not remitted to the GSIS, there is 

nothing in the above-cited provision which limits the remedy of the 

GSIS to recover uncollected indebtedness solely through court action. 

Neither does it say that the institution of a court action is a 

prerequisite which the GSIS must observe before it can collect from 

Petitioner what he owes the System. 

On the contrary, Section 39 of R.A. No. 8291 authorizes 

deductions on member benefits if the same is owing to the GSIS. 

SECTION 39. 
Lien .... 

Exemption from Tax, Legal Process and 

XXX 

The funds and/or the properties referred to herein as 
well as the benefits, sums or monies corresponding to the 
benefits under this Act shall be exempt from attachment, 
garnishment, execution, levy or other processes issued by 
the courts, quasi-judicial agencies or administrative bodies 
including Commission on Audit (COA) disallowances and 
from all financial obligations of the members, including his 
pecuniary accountability arising from or caused or 
occasioned by his exercise or performance of his official 
functions or duties, or incurred relative to or in connection 
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with his position or work except when his monetary 
liability, contractual or otherwise, is in favor of the GSIS. 

XXX 

WHEREFORE, ALL THE FOREGOING CONSIDERED, the 

motion for reconsideration is PARTIALLY GRANTED, the Decision 

dated July 14, 2011 is MODIFIED insofar as the computation of 

Petitioner's Average Monthly Compensation and Basic Monthly 

Pension are concerned. 

The GSIS Branch Office concerned is hereby directed to adjust 

Petitioner's Basic Monthly Pension from P16,272.62 to P16,567.91 

and to effect any refund owing to Petitioner based on the adjusted 

Basic Monthly Pension of Petitioner. 

So Ordered. Pasay City, 1 2 SEf~_}OJ~13. 

EL L. IACSON JR. 
Chairman 

z 
ce Chairman Trustee 

~~ ~~~r-_~~· (\ 
~' ~ 

KARINA CONSTANTINO-DAVID 
Trustee 

G~T!JJ 
Trustee 
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GERALDINE MARIE 
Trustee 

Copy Furnished: 

Mr. Dimalipos T. Macartmbang 
Petitioner 
Pagalongan, Ditsaan-Ramain 
Lanao Del Sur 

• Did not participate in the discussions. 
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FRANCISCO T. DUQUE III* 
Trustee 



CERTIFICATION 

I, JOHN ANDREW R. SALAZAR, Attorney V at the 

Adjudication Department, Policy and Adjudication Office, Legal 

Services Group, having been designated as Hearing Officer to draft 

the resolution to the motion for reconsideration of petitioner 

Dimalipos T. Macarimbang in GSIS Board Case No. 022-08 entitled 

"In the Matter of the Claims for Retirement Benefits, 

DIMALIPOS T. MACARIMBANG, Petitioner" hereby certify that 

the statement of facts herein stated and being presented before this 

Board is accurate and true, based on the records of the case, the 

pleadings and other documents submitted by the parties. 

This certification is issued this 12 September, 2013 in 

compliance with Board Resolution No. 198-A adopted on September 

15, 2004. 

Pasay City, Philippines, ________ _ 

JOHN ANDREW 
Hearing 0 
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G S I S Government Service lnsurance System 

Financial Center, Pasay City, Metro Manila 1308 

OFFICE OF THE CORPORATE SECRETARY 

EXACT COPY OF RES. NO. 87 ADOPTED BY THE GSIS BOARD OF 
TRUSTEES IN ITS MEETING NO. 16 HELD ON 12 SEPTEMBER 2013 

Resolution in GSIS Board Case No. 022-08, In the Matter 
of the Claim for Retirement Benefit 

RESOLUTION NO. 87 

WHEREAS, the Board of Trustees, in its 
Decision dated 14 July 2011 denied for lack of merit 
the petition of Dimalipos T. Macarimbang in GSIS 
Board Case No. 022-08; 

WHEREAS, petitioner moved for 
reconsideration of the subject Decision; 

RESOLVED, to APPROVE and CONFIRM the 
Resolution in GSIS Board Case No. 022-08, In the 
Matter of the claim for Retirement Benefit, Dimalipos T. 
Macarimbang, Petitioner, the dispositive portion of 
which states: 

"WHEREFORE, ALL THE FOREGOING 
CONSIDERED, the motion for reconsideration 
is PARTIALLY GRANTED, the Decision dated 
July 14, 2011 is MODIFIED insofar as the 
computation of Petitioner's Average Monthly 
Compensation and Basic Monthly Pension are 
concerned. 

"The GSIS Branch Office concerned is 
hereby directed to adjust Petitioner's Basic 
Monthly Pension from P16,272.62 to 
P16,567.91 and to effect any refund owing to 
Petitioner based on the adjusted Basic Monthly 
Pension of Petitioner." 
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BOARD MEETING NO. 16 
12 SEPTEMBER 2013 

Page 2 
(Res. No. 87-2013) 

A copy of the Resolution in GSIS Board Case 
No. 022-08 is attached and made an integral part of 
this Resolution. 

airman 
GSIS Board of Trustees 

CERTIFIED CORRECT: 

ATTY. MA~BESAMIS-RAAGAS 
Corporate Secretary 


