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Title: Dycaico v. Social Security System and Social Security Commission

Facts:
Elena P. Dycaico petitioned for review under Rule 45 of the Rules of Court, challenging the
Court of Appeals’ decision which upheld the Social Security Commission’s denial of her
claim for survivor’s pension from her deceased husband, Bonifacio S. Dycaico, a Social
Security  System  (SSS)  member-pensioner.  Bonifacio  had  been  an  SSS  member  since
January 24, 1980, and started receiving his pension in June 1989, continuing until his death
on June 19, 1997. Elena and Bonifacio formalized their union in marriage on January 6,
1997, only a few months before his passing. Initially living as common-law partners, they
had eight children, all declared beneficiaries in Bonifacio’s SSS records. Elena’s claim for
survivor’s  pension  was  denied  due  to  her  marital  status  not  qualifying  as  a  primary
beneficiary under Section 12-B(d) of Republic Act No. 8282 (Social Security Law) at the
time of Bonifacio’s retirement. This led to a series of legal contests, culminating in the
Philippine Supreme Court reviewing her appeal.

Issues:
1. Whether the Court of Appeals erred in affirming the SSC’s decision which was based on
the  interpretation  of  Section  12-B(d)  of  the  Social  Security  Law  regarding  primary
beneficiaries.
2. Whether “as of the date of his retirement” clause in Section 12-B(d) of the Social Security
Law violates the equal protection and due process clauses under the Constitution.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court  granted Dycaico’s  petition,  reversing the decision of  the Court  of
Appeals. The Court declared the proviso “as of the date of his retirement” under Section 12-
B(d) of the Republic Act No. 8282 unconstitutional for violating the due process and equal
protection clauses of the Philippine Constitution. The Court reasoned that the legislation’s
classification of dependent spouses based on the timing of the marriage (before or after the
SSS  member’s  retirement)  was  not  substantially  related  to  the  law’s  objectives,  was
arbitrary, and unjustifiably discriminated against marriages formalized after retirement. The
Court emphasized retirement benefits as a vested right protected under the due process
clause, and it highlighted that the law failed to provide a reasonable opportunity for parties
to prove legitimate entitlement to survivor’s pension.

Doctrine:
This case established that the “as of the date of his retirement” qualification for determining
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primary beneficiaries under Section 12-B(d) of the Republic Act No. 8282 (Social Security
Law)  is  unconstitutional.  It  violated  the  equal  protection  and  due  process  clauses  by
arbitrarily disqualifying surviving spouses based on the timing of their marriage to the
deceased pensioner.

Class Notes:
1. Survivor’s Pension: A benefit entitled to the primary beneficiaries of a deceased Social
Security System member-pensioner.
2. Primary Beneficiaries: As defined in Section 8(k) of Republic Act No. 8282, include the
dependent  spouse  until  remarriage,  the  dependent  legitimate,  legitimated  or  legally
adopted, and illegitimate children.
3. Republic Act No. 8282 (Social Security Law): Legislation governing the social security
system in the Philippines, outlining benefits for members and their beneficiaries.
4. Due Process Clause: A constitutional guarantee that a law shall not be unfair, arbitrary,
or  unreasonable  and  that  the  process  by  which  laws  are  applied  must  be  fair  and
reasonable.
5. Equal Protection Clause: A constitutional guarantee that no person or class of persons
shall be denied the same protection under the laws or treated differently without a valid
governmental interest.

Historical Background:
The case sheds light on the intricacies of the Social Security System in the Philippines,
particularly concerning the interpretation and application of laws governing retirement and
survivorship benefits. It highlights the judiciary’s role in ensuring that legislation aligns
with the fundamental  principles of  fairness and equality enshrined in the Constitution,
especially  in  social  legislation  meant  to  provide  protection  to  members  and  their
beneficiaries against various contingencies.


