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09 September 2026 
 

 

 
 
 

Subject : Request for Clarification on PhilGEPS Platinum 
Membership Requirement During Eligibility 
Checking  
 

Dear :  

This refers to your letter1 requesting clarification on the eligibility of a bidder whose 
PhilGEPS Platinum Membership had expired prior to the filing of its renewal application.  

As stated in your letter, the bidder’s PhilGEPS Platinum Membership expired on 12 
April 2026. The bidder filed its renewal application and paid the corresponding renewal 
fee on 7 May 2026. At the opening of bids on 12 May 2026, the renewal application 
was still being processed, and the bidder submitted proof of its renewal application 
and the corresponding official receipt in lieu of a renewed PhilGEPS Certificate of 
Registration (Platinum Membership).  

In this regard, the following questions are raised: 

1. Whether a bidder whose PhilGEPS Platinum Membership had already expired 
as of the date of bid opening, and whose renewal application was filed only 
after such expiration but before bid opening, may still be considered 
compliant with the PhilGEPS Platinum Membership requirement for purposes 
of eligibility checking; 

 
2. Whether the BAC may consider the bidder’s proof of renewal application and 

official receipt as sufficient basis to allow the bid to proceed to detailed 
evaluation and post-qualification; 

 
3. Whether PhilGEPS Advisory No. 2024-003 may be applied in cases where the 

renewal application was filed after the expiration of the bidder’s Platinum 
Membership; and 

 
1 DMS Reference No.  
 



 

4. Whether the BAC may validly consider such bidder eligible, subject to post-
qualification verification and eventual confirmation of the renewed PhilGEPS 
Platinum Membership.  

As a preliminary matter, please be informed that the GPPB and its Technical Support 
Office (GPPB-TSO) render policy and non-policy opinions, respectively, on issues 
pertaining to the interpretation and application of procurement laws, rules and 
regulations. The GPPB-TSO is not vested with quasi-judicial or investigatory powers 
and, therefore, cannot resolve actual cases or controversies arising from specific 
procurement activities. Further, the determination of the eligibility of bidders and the 
conduct of the procurement process are matters within the respective authority and 
discretion of the Head of the Procuring Entity (HoPE) and the Bids and Awards 
Committee (BAC), as provided under the law. Accordingly, this Opinion is limited to 
the interpretation and application of the relevant procurement rules to the facts 
presented in your request. 

Section 20.2.9(b) of the Implementing Rules and Regulations (IRR) of Republic Act 
(RA) No. 12009 provides that the PhilGEPS Certificate of Registration (Platinum 
Membership) is effective for one year and may be renewed in case of expiration. 
Section 20.2.9(e) further provides that a duly registered supplier may participate in 
procurement activities, provided that it maintains its registration valid and updated in 
accordance with the IRR and that its registration type is appropriate and relevant to 

the procurement.  

More specifically, Section 52.1 of the IRR provides that, for purposes of determining 
the eligibility of bidders, the prospective bidder shall submit its valid and updated 
PhilGEPS Certificate of Registration (Platinum Membership)pursuant to Section 20. 
Section 54.1 likewise requires the eligibility requirements under Section 52 to form 
part of the technical component of the bid, while Section 54.2 identifies the PhilGEPS 
Certificate of Registration (Platinum Membership) as one of the technical documents 

to be submitted.  

Accordingly, with respect to the first question, a bidder whose PhilGEPS Platinum 
Membership had expired as of the date of bid opening does not comply with the 
requirement under Section 52.1 of the IRR. The subsequent filing of a renewal 
application does not extend the validity of the expired Platinum Membership. Thus, 
where the renewal application was filed only after the expiration of the Platinum 
Membership, the bidder does not have a valid and updated PhilGEPS Certificate of 

Registration (Platinum Membership) at the time of bid opening. 

As to the second question, the BAC may not consider the proof of renewal 
application and official receipt as compliance with the requirement to submit a valid 
and updated PhilGEPS Certificate of Registration (Platinum Membership) under Section 
52.1. The proof of renewal application merely shows that the bidder applied for 
renewal; it does not constitute a renewed PhilGEPS Platinum Certificate. 

This requirement should likewise be distinguished from post-qualification. Under 
Section 63.2 of the IRR, the bidder determined to have the Lowest Calculated Bid, 



 

Most Advantageous Bid, or Most Economically Advantageous Bid, as applicable, shall 
submit the eligibility documents supporting its PhilGEPS Platinum Membership for post-
qualification. Section 63.3, in turn, requires the BAC to verify and validate the veracity, 
authenticity, and validity of those documents. 

Post-qualification is undertaken after the applicable eligibility and bid evaluation 
stages. It is intended to verify the bidder’s submitted eligibility documents and other 
qualifications.  It does not dispense with the requirement under Section 52.1 for the 
submission of a valid and updated PhilGEPS Platinum Membership for purposes of 
eligibility. Accordingly, the subsequent issuance of a renewed PhilGEPS Platinum 
Certificate does not make valid an expired Platinum Membership as of the date of bid 
opening. 

Anent the third question, PhilGEPS Advisory No. 2024-003 concerns the automatic 
suspension of Platinum Membership due to the expiration of the Mayor’s Permit. The 
Advisory provides guidance for merchants whose Platinum Membership is tagged as 
suspended due to the expiration of the Mayor’s Permit, including the submission of 

proof of renewal while the renewed permit is being secured. 

The Advisory does not apply to the facts presented in the instant request. In this case, 
the PhilGEPS Platinum Membership itself had already expired before the bidder filed 
its renewal application. The Advisory does not provide that the filing of an application 
for renewal of an expired Platinum Membership restores or extends its validity pending 
approval of the renewal. 

As to the fourth question, the BAC may not consider the bidder eligible on the basis 
of the renewal application and official receipt, with the renewed Platinum Membership 
to be verified only during post-qualification. The bidder must comply with the 
requirement under Section 52.1 for a valid and updated PhilGEPS Certificate of 
Registration (Platinum Membership) at the eligibility checking stage. 

We hope to have provided sufficient guidance on the matter. Note that our reply is 
based solely on the facts and circumstances presented in your query. Therefore, the 
same may not be applicable given a different set of facts and circumstances, nor does 
it serve as the official position of the GPPB. 

Thank you. 
 
Very truly yours, 
 
 
(sgd) 
SOFIA C. YANTO-ABAD 
Deputy Director General for Legal and Research Division-B 




