
 

 

 

 

 

PROTECT THE FORMATIVE CORE 
CEAP AND CBCP-ECCE Statement on the Draft Reframed General Education (GE) Curriculum 

 
 
1. General Education as Integral Formation 

The Catholic Educational Association of the Philippines (CEAP) and the CBCP 
Episcopal Commission on Catholic Education (ECCE) express principled solidarity 
with the concerns raised by leading higher education institutions regarding the 
proposed reframing of the General Education (GE) curriculum by the Commission 
on Higher Education. While we recognize the need for curricular reform amid 
technological, global, and market transformations, it underscores that General 
Education remains the formative core of the university experience. As articulated in 
Ex Corde Ecclesiae, the university is called to pursue truth and form the whole person 
intellectually, morally, and socially. Likewise, in Drawing New Maps of Hope, Pope Leo XIV 
reminds educational institutions that authentic Christian formation embraces the 
entire person and does not separate science from humanism, technology from 
conscience, or professionalism from ethics. CEAP and CBCP-ECCE therefore urge 
CHED to undertake a more grounded and evidence-based review of the draft 
curriculum through expanded and structured consultations with students, 
educators, scholars, and academic leaders across diverse institutions. We 
acknowledge that, in its latest statement, CHED assures its stakeholders of this 
meaningful engagement.  

2. Ethics and the Crisis of Moral Formation 

We situate this curricular debate within the nation's wider moral condition, where 
ethical ambiguity, disinformation, and intellectual superficiality increasingly weaken 
public discourse and moral judgment. As Veritatis Splendor teaches, authentic 
freedom is the capacity to choose the good in truth, not merely to assert preference. 
In this context, treating ethics as merely diffuse or incidental across the General 
Education curriculum risks producing only a "thin crust" of moral awareness: present 
in language but shallow in formation.  CEAP and CBCP-ECCE thus urge CHED to 
institutionalize a coherent approach to ethics in General Education, both as a 
foundational discipline in moral philosophy and ethical reasoning, and as an 
integrative dimension across all fields.  

3. Safeguarding the Humanities and Liberal Education 

We likewise underscore the growing concern that the reframed GE reflects a shift in 
the university's mission: from the integral formation of the human person to the 
production of economically functional and technologically adaptable workers. While 
employability and digital literacy are legitimate goals, they must not eclipse the 
deeper purpose of higher education. The marginalization of philosophy, humanities, 
and the arts, which are disciplines that cultivate critical reflection, imagination, and 
civic responsibility, signals a narrowing of education's horizon. In Drawing New Maps of 
Hope, Pope Leo XIV warns against reducing education to functional training or an 
economic instrument, reminding institutions that a person is not merely a "skills 
profile" or a predictable algorithm, but "a face, a story, a vocation."  
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CEAP and CBCP-ECCE therefore recommend that CHED restore and safeguard a 
strong liberal arts core within the GE curriculum to ensure that graduates are 
formed not only as workers, but as thinkers and morally grounded citizens. 

4. Reconsidering the Pilot Implementation 

We likewise urge careful reconsideration of the proposed pilot implementation of 
the reframed GE curriculum. While pilot testing may be appropriate for technical 
reforms, it is ill-suited for a component as foundational and integrative as General 
Education. GE shapes the intellectual and moral architecture of all students; piloting 
it in select institutions risks uneven formation and undermines the shared national 
baseline GE is meant to provide. Pilot environments are also often 
resource-advantaged and may not represent broader institutional realities. More 
critically, pilots may prematurely normalize contested frameworks, particularly those 
that weaken ethics and the humanities, before sufficient philosophical and 
academic consensus has been reached. CEAP and CBCP-ECCE therefore recommend 
that CHED pursue reform through broad national consultation, phased 
institutional capacity-building, and the clear articulation of non-negotiable 
components essential to integral human formation. 

5. Academic Freedom and Authentic Consultation 

Finally, we affirm the importance of academic freedom, institutional autonomy, and 
inclusive stakeholder engagement in any meaningful reform process. The concerns 
raised by faculty bodies highlight the risks of a rigid, top-down curricular model that 
may undermine the professional expertise of educators and the distinctive missions 
of institutions. Likewise, prescribed course structures and unit caps raise serious 
questions about the balance between national standards and institutional 
discernment. At stake is the identity of the university as a community of inquiry 
ordered toward truth, meaning, and human flourishing, as echoed in Laudato Si', 
which calls for educational processes that are participatory, dialogical, and oriented 
toward integral human development. CEAP and CBCP-ECCE therefore urge CHED to 
uphold genuine academic freedom by revisiting restrictive provisions, ensuring 
consultations that are not reduced to procedural formalities aimed at securing 
assent to pre-determined policies, and providing implementation support that 
enables institutions to realize curricular integration with depth, coherence, and 
fidelity to their educational mission. 
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