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REPUBLIKA NG PILIPINAS 
PASEGURUHAN NG MGA NAGLILINGKOD SA PAMAHALAAN 
(GOVERNMENT SERVICE INSURANCE SYSTEM) 

GSIS 
Financial Center, Roxas Boulevard, Pasay City 1308 

BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

IN THE MATTER OF THE 
CLAIM FOR RE-COMPUTATION 
OF RETIREMENT BENEFITS 

FILOMENA C. SAYOSA, 
Petitioner. 
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DECISION 

Board Case No. 021-13 

Before this Board is a Petition dated November 13, 2013 filed by 

Petitioner Filomena C. Sayosa appealing the Resolution dated July 8, 2013 

issued by the Committee on Claims (CoC) denying her request for the re-

computation of her retirement benefits under R.A. No. 8291. 

The instant petition specifically raises the issue of whether 

Petitioner's previous years of service for which corresponding separation 

benefits were paid can be added to her subsequent years of service when 

she re-entered government service on August 21, 1986, for purposes of re-

computing her retirement benefits under Republic Act (R.A.) No. 8291. 

FACTS 

Based on her Service Record, Petitioner was a casual employee of the 

City Government of La Carlota City from May 16, 1967 to April 30, 1974. On 

May 1, 1974, she became a permanent employee of the City Government of 

La Carlota until her resignation on April11, 1984. 
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Upon her separation from the service in 1984, Petitioner was 

refunded the amount of Eight Hundred Sixty Seven Pesos and Twenty Eight 

Centavos (Php867.28)1 representing the net proceeds of her personal share 

(PS) in the retirement premiums she paid to the GSIS pursuant to 

Commonwealth Act (CA) No. 186. The cash surrender value of Petitioner's 

life insurance was also processed but resulted in zero proceeds. 

On August 21, 1986, Petitioner was re-employed with the City 

Government of La Carlota City. She eventually applied for retirement under 

R.A. No. 8291 effective November 1, 2004, after serving for more than 

seventeen (17) years in the government. On August 24, 2005, Petitioner 

received the amount of One Hundred Eight Thousand Two Hundred 

Thirteen Pesos and Forty One Centavos (Php108,213.41),2 representing her 

five-year lump sum. 

On June 11, 2012, Petitioner filed a request for re-computation of her 

retirement benefits under R.A. No. 8291 with a prayer to include the period 

of service rendered from 197 4 to 1984. The request was elevated to the CoC 

which issued the assailed Resolution on July 8, 2013, the dispositive portion 

of which states: 

WHEREFORE, premises considered, the request of Filomena C. 
Sayosa for re-computation of retirement benefits is hereby denied 
with finality for utter lack of merit. 

In the instant Petition, Petitioner requests that her previous services 

from May 16, 1967 to April10, 1984 (which includes her casual employment 

1 
Per Check No. 137544 dated june 18, 1984 

2 
Per Check No. 87505 

C?C t\.1 
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from May 16, 1967 to April 30, 1974) be considered in the computation of 

her retirement benefits under R.A. No. 8291. Petitioner claims that she did 

not receive gratuity benefits from her last employer corresponding to her 

previous services upon separation from the service on April 11, 1984. She 

submitted a Certification issued by the Office of the City Accountant of La 

Carlota City stating that the City of La Carlota did not pay Petitioner her 

retirement gratuity benefit when she retired in 1984. 

ISSUE 

Whether Petitioner's retirement benefits under R.A. No. 8291 should 

be recomputed to include her period of service from 1967 to 1984. 

DISCUSSIONS 

We resolve the issue against the Petitioner. We note at the outset that 

no premium contributions were remitted by the Petitioner to the GSIS from 

May 16, 1967 to April 30, 1974, when Petitioner was a casual employee. 

With regard to Petitioner's period of service from May 1, 1974 to April 10, 

1984, the record shows that her retirement premium contributions 

(personal share) with the GSIS during this period were refunded to her with 

interest on June 18, 1984 upon her separation from the service through 

resignation on April 11, 1984. Hence, her previous services in the 

government were rightfully excluded from the computation of her services 

during her retirement effective November 1, 2004. 

~ 
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R.A. No. 8291, which is the governing law at the time of Petitioner's 

retirement on November 1, 2004, expressly prohibits this tacking in of 

services for which corresponding benefits have been credited and paid. 

Section 10 of R.A. No. 8291, provides as follows: 

"SEC. 10. Computation of Service.- (a) The computation of service 
for the purpose of determining the amount of benefits payable under 
this Act shall be from the date of original appointment/election, 
including periods of service at different times under one or more 
employers, those performed overseas under the authority of the 
Republic of the Philippines, and those that may be prescribed by the 
GSIS in coordination with the Civil Service Commission. 

(b) All services credited for retirement, resignation or 
separation for which corresponding benefits have been awarded 
under this Act or other laws shall be excluded in the 
computation of service in case of reinstatement in the service 
of an employer and subsequent retirement or separation which 
is compensable under this Act." (Emphasis supplied) 

Further, the 1997 Implementing Rules and Regulations of R.A. No. 

8291 provides that services already credited to a previous retirement shall 

be excluded from the computation of future benefits. 

Section 5.2, Rule V of the 1997 IRR provides: 

Section 5.2. - Effects of Re-employment. - All service credited for 
retirement resignation or separation for which corresponding 
benefits have been awarded shall be excluded in the computation of 
service in case of re-employment". 

The Supreme Court in Santos vs. Committee on Claims 

Settlement and GSIS'> not only upheld the validity of Sections 5.2 of the 

1997 IRR of R.A. No. 8291 but also proceeded to rule that a re-employed 

member of the government service, who is retiring during the effectivity of 

3 G.R. No. 158071, 02 April 2009. 
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R.A. No. 8291, cannot have his previous government service credited in the 

computation of his retirement benefit. The pertinent portion of the Supreme 

Court Decision is quoted as follows: 

"xxx, Section 10 (b) of P.D. 1146, as amended by R.A. 8291, states: 

(b) All service credited for retirement resignation or 
separation for which corresponding benefits have been 
awarded under this Act or other laws shall he excluded in 
the computation of service in case of reinstatement in the 
service of an employer and subsequent retirement or 
separation which is compensable under this Act. 

As such we find nothing objectionable in the following provisions of 
the GSIS' Rules and Regulations Implementing R.A. 8291 which 
provides: 

Section 8.6. Effects of Re-employment. - When a retiree 
is re-employed, his/her previous services credited at the 
time of his/her retirement shall he excluded in the 
computation of future benefits. In effect he/she shall he 
considered a new entrant. 

Additionally_ Section 5.2 of the same implementing rules states that 
all service credited for retirement, resignation or separation for which 
corresponding benefits have been awarded shall be excluded in the 
computation of service in case of re-employment. 
As a re-emploved member of the government service who is retiring 
during the effectivity of R.A. 8291, petitioner cannot have his previous 
government service with the DAR credited in the computation of his 
retirement benefit. Neither can he choose a mode of retirement 
except that provided under R.A. 8291. " (Emphasis supplied) 

On the basis of the foregoing law, rules and jurisprudence, Petitioner 

cannot have his previous government service, for which corresponding 

benefits have already been paid, credited again in the computation of his 

retirement benefits under R.A. No. 8291. 

Petitioner's contention that she has not received any II corresponding 

benefits" when she was separated from the service since she only received 
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her personal share of contributions without the government's share, cannot 

be sustained. 

As can be gleaned from the payment voucher dated June 18, 1984, 

Petitioner was refunded her personal contributions to the GSIS with 

interest, as she failed to qualify for retirement benefits under the retirement 

laws then existing. The pertinent portion of her payment voucher dated June 

18, 1984 reads: 

"Refund of retirement insurance premium (personal share) due 
to her separation from the service without being qualified for 
retirement under R.A. No. 660, as amended, on account of deficiency 
in age and service requirements, x x x" 

Section 11 (d) of Commonwealth Act No. 1864 which is the same as 

Section 8 of R.A. No. 660, provides: 

Section 11. 
(a) Xxx 
(b) Xxx 
(c) Xxx 
(d) Upon dismissal for cause or on voluntary separation, he 

shall be entitled only to his own premiums and voluntary 
deposits, if any, plus interest of three per centum per annum, 
compounded monthly. [Emphasis supplied] 

Based on the foregoing rule, the Petitioner received full benefits of 

her separation claim when she received her personal contributions with 

interest. When the Petitioner was separated from government service, she 

was not qualified to retire under the retirement laws then existing, and 

therefore, became entitled only to the refund of the personal share of 

4 An Act to Create and Establish a "Govemment Service Insurance System," to Provide for its 
Administration, and to Appropriate the Necessary Funds Therefore. 
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retirement contributions, with interest. As a re-employed member of the 

government service who is now retiring during the effectivity of R.A. No. 

8291, Petitioner cannot have her previous government service for which 

corresponding benefits have already been paid credited again in the 

computation of her retirement benefits under R.A. No. 8291. 

WHEREFORE, all the foregoing considered, the Petition is 

DISMISSED for lack of merit. 

SO ORDERED. 

Pasay City, Philippines, 2 8 · AUG 20\4 

R 

ERTG. ~ARA 
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ROMEO M. ALIP 
Trustee 

Trustee 

FRANCISCO T. DUQUE III* 
Trustee 

• Did not participat e in the discussion 

L. LACSON JR. 
Chairman 

GERALDINE MARIE ERBERABE-MARTINEZ 
Trustee 
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CERTIFICATION 

I, SYLVIA HAZEL T. BISMONTE-BELTRAN, having been 

assigned as Hearing Officer to draft a Decision in GSIS Case No. 021-

13 entitled '1n the Matter of the Claim for Re-computation of 

Retirement Benefits, Filomena C. Sayosa, 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 in compliance with Board Resolution No. 

198-A adopted on September 15, 2004. 

August14, 2014 

SYLVIA HAZEL 
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RESOLUTION NO. 122 

WHEREAS, Ms. Filomena C. Sayosa filed a 
Petition before the GSIS Board of Trustees, docketed 
as Board Case No. 021-13, appealing the Resolution 
dated 8 July 2013 issued by the GSIS Committee on 
Claims denying her request for the re-computation of 
her retirement benefits under R.A. No. 8291; 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 30 of R.A. No. 
8291, the GSIS has original and exclusive jurisdiction 
to settle any dispute arising from the application of 
the laws administered by the GSIS; 

RESOLVED, to APPROVE and CONFIRM the 
Decision in Board Case No. 021-13, In the Matter of 
the Claim for Re-computation of Retirement Benefits, 
Filomena C. Sayosa, Petitioner, the dispositive 
portion of which states: 

"WHEREFORE, all the foregoing 
considered, the Petition is DISMISSED for lack 
of merit. 

"SO ORDERED." 

A copy of the Decision in Board Case No. 021-
13 is attached and made an integral part of this 
Resolution. ' . 


