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ABSTRACT 
 

The National Education Policy (NEP) 2020 represents India’s most ambitious overhaul of its education 
system, aiming to transform teaching, learning, and governance across school and higher education. 
Achieving its multidimensional vision—foundational literacy and numeracy, mother-tongue instruction, 
multidisciplinary higher education, vocational integration, and digital learning—requires a robust 
implementation framework and real-time monitoring mechanisms. Drawing on policy documents, 
empirical studies, and expert analyses, this paper critically examines the institutional structures, 
timelines, resource allocations, and capacity-building strategies designed to operationalize NEP 2020. It 
then reviews the monitoring architecture—five thematic pillars, key performance indicators, data systems, 
and stakeholder feedback loops—established to track progress. The study identifies gaps in coordination, 
financing, human resources, and data quality, and offers evidence‐based recommendations to strengthen 
the framework. By synthesizing current literature with international best practices, the paper provides 
policymakers and practitioners a roadmap to translate NEP 2020’s transformative intent into tangible 
outcomes. 
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Introduction 

 India’s National Education Policy 2020 (NEP 2020) heralds a paradigm shift, aiming to 
reconfigure education from early childhood through higher education to meet the demands of the 
twenty‐first century (Government of India, Ministry of Education, 2024). Salient reforms include 
restructuring the 10+2 system to 5+3+3+4, priority for mother‐tongue instruction, flexible curricula with 
multiple entry/exit points, credit‐based higher education regulated by the proposed Higher Education 
Commission of India (HECI), and integration of technology via platforms such as DIKSHA and SWAYAM. 
Despite widespread acclaim, translating these reforms into practice poses formidable challenges in a 
federal system marked by resource disparities, varied administrative capacities, and complex stakeholder 
landscapes (Azam, Singh, & Ahmad, 2024).This paper critically examines (a) the NEP 2020 
implementation framework—its governance structures, phased timelines, financing strategies, and 
capacity‐building initiatives—and (b) the monitoring mechanism designed to track progress across 
thematic areas. By synthesizing government guidelines, NIEPA’s implementation strategies, and 
emerging empirical studies, the analysis uncovers structural gaps and proposes remedies to enhance 
coherence, accountability, and impact. Section 2 outlines theoretical underpinnings from 
policy‐implementation literature. Section 3 dissects the implementation framework. Section 4 evaluates 
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monitoring mechanisms. Section 5 discusses findings and Section 6 offers recommendations. The 
conclusion reflects on pathways to realize NEP 2020’s vision. 

Theoretical Underpinnings 

 Policy scholars emphasize that successful implementation hinges on capacity, coordination, and 
adaptive governance (Pressman & Wildavsky, 1973; Sabatier & Weible, 2014). Pressman and Wildavsky 
highlight the “implementation chain,” where policy mandates fragment across actors and levels, 
demanding clear roles, resources, and feedback loops. The Advocacy Coalition Framework (Sabatier & 
Weible, 2014) further stresses how diverse coalitions—bureaucrats, educators, industry, civil society—
influence policy trajectories over time. In complex federations, Vedung’s (1998) distinction between 
“governance” (steering) and “government” (hierarchic control) underscores the need for mixed regulatory 
instruments and stakeholder networks. This theoretical lens informs analysis of NEP 2020’s architecture, 
which spans central ministries, state departments, regulatory bodies, institutions, and communities. 

Implementation Framework of NEP 2020  

 Governance Structures NEP 2020 prescribes a multi‐layered governance model (Government of 
India, Ministry of Education, 2024). At the apex sits the Central Advisory Board of Education (CABE), 
responsible for policy steering and interdepartmental coherence. A National Implementation and 
Monitoring Committee (NIMC), chaired by the Education Secretary, periodically reviews progress and 
addresses bottlenecks. Under NIMC, sector‐specific councils oversee school education, teacher 
education, higher education, and vocational training. States mirror this structure with State Education 
Implementation Committees (SEICs) led by Chief Secretaries and Education Secretaries, ensuring 
subnational adaptation. District‐ and block‐level implementation units translate plans into material 
interventions and report outcomes upwards. 

Phased Timelines and Domains: NEP 2020 outlines short‐, medium‐, and long‐term timelines 
(2020–25; 2025–35; beyond 2035) for 25 key action areas (Government of India, Ministry of Education, 
2024). The “Two Years of NEP 2020 Implementation” booklet (NIEPA, 2020) details initial timelines for 
early childhood care, foundational literacy/numeracy, curriculum redesign, teacher‐education reform, 
regulatory restructuring, and digital platform rollout. Medium‐term goals include establishment of HECI, 
academic bank of credits, vocational education from Grade 6, and multilingual resource development. 
Long‐term aims focus on universal equitable access, research culture, and global integration. Phased 
timelines provide clarity but require rigorous coordination to prevent delays. 

Roles and Responsibilities: The policy distinctly assigns roles. Ministry of Education (MoE) 
develops guidelines, allocates resources, and navigates policy‐legislative processes. National Council of 
Educational Research and Training (NCERT) and State Councils (SCERTs) spearhead curriculum and 
assessment frameworks (Mallik, 2023). National Testing Agency (NTA) and National Assessment Centre 
(PARAKH) lead reforms in examinations and quality assessments (Meena, 2023). Regulatory bodies 
(NCTE, AICTE) are to be subsumed into HECI for streamlined higher‐education regulation (Singh, 2023). 
Schools, universities, and vocational institutions implement curricular and pedagogical changes and 
report progress via dashboards (Government of India, Ministry of Education, 2024). Industry partners 
co‐design vocational pathways and internships to ensure relevance (Azam et al., 2024). 

Financing Mechanism: A cornerstone of NEP 2020 is increasing public education expenditure 
from ~3% to 6% of GDP within a decade (Government of India, Ministry of Education, 2024). To achieve 
this, the policy advocates (i) Reprioritization within existing budgets, (ii) Performance‐based grants from 
the central government to states, (iii) Public–private partnerships (PPPs) for infrastructure and digital 
resources and (iv) International funding and multilateral support for capacity‐building programs. However, 
early analyses indicate fiscal constraints at state levels and competing priorities hamper timely fund 
infusion (Azam et al., 2024; Nagpal, 2023). Phased financing roadmaps and conditional grants can 
mitigate resource bottlenecks. 

Capacity Building and Professional Development: Implementing NEP 2020’s pedagogical 
reforms demands massive teacher‐education overhauls. The policy mandates a four‐year integrated BEd 
as the minimum qualification by 2030 and continuous professional development (CPD) credits via 
DIKSHA (Government of India, Ministry of Education, 2024). Dr. Mallik (2023) underscores the shortage 
of competent teacher‐educators, advocating “Faculty Fellowship” schemes and Master Teacher career 
tracks modeled on Finland’s approach. States need to upgrade teacher‐training institutes into Centres of 



Dr. Vedant Pandya: Implementation Framework and Monitoring Mechanism of NEP 2020:..... 25 

Excellence, embed digital pedagogy modules, and incentivize high‐performing educators with leadership 
roles in school complexes (Nagpal, 2023). 

Monitoring Mechanism of NEP 2020  

Five Thematic Pillars The MoE (2024) prescribes monitoring across five themes: 

• Learner‐Centric Education: foundational skills, continuous assessment, multifaceted 
pedagogies. 

• Digital Learning: reach, usage, and efficacy of platforms (e.g., DIKSHA, SWAYAM). 

• Industry–Institute Collaboration: vocational placements, apprenticeships, employability metrics. 

• Academic Research and Internationalization: publication output, global partnerships, student 
mobility. 

• Indian Knowledge Systems: integration of traditional arts, languages, and cultural studies. 

 Each theme has a designated nodal agency—NCERT for learner‐centric metrics, CSC 
e‐Governance Services for digital indicators, Ministry of Skill Development for industry collaboration data, 
University Grants Commission (UGC) and Indian Council of Social Science Research (ICSSR) for 
research, and Ministry of Culture for heritage integration. 

 Indicator Framework and Data Systems: For each pillar, NEP 2020 specifies Key Performance 
Indicators (KPIs) and data sources (NIEPA, 2020; Government of India, Ministry of Education, 2024). 
Examples include (i) Literacy and numeracy proficiency rates (measured via National Achievement 
Surveys), (ii) Percentage of schools with functional broadband and usage statistics, (iii) Number of 
industry‐linked vocational courses and placement rates, (iv) Research publications per institution and 
international collaborations and (v) Availability of curricula in local languages and traditional art modules. 

 Data is aggregated through unified portals—DIKSHA for school‐level reporting, All India Survey 
on Higher Education (AISHE) dashboards, and Skill India MIS. Real‐time data feeds enable MoE and 
SEICs to track progress and trigger corrective actions. 

 Technology‐Enabled Dashboards and Analytics: NEP 2020 leverages digital governance 
frameworks to reduce reporting lags. The Unified District Information System for Education Plus 
(UDISE+) now integrates school infrastructure, enrollment, teaching‐learning processes, and assessment 
outcomes (Nagpal, 2023). Higher‐education institutions report via AISHE’s dynamic dashboards, which 
display GER trends, gender parity indices, faculty‐student ratios, and accreditation status (Singh, 2023). 
Advanced analytics—heat maps of low‐performing districts, predictive staffing models—support targeted 
interventions. However, data quality and timely updates remain challenges, particularly in 
resource‐constrained rural blocks (Pancholi & Maurya, 2023). 

 Stakeholder Feedback and Social Accountability: NEP 2020 recognizes the role of communities 
and civil society in monitoring. The School Complex model clusters 10–20 schools under a lead 
institution responsible for peer reviews and community engagement (Government of India, Ministry of 
Education, 2024). Digital feedback tools allow parents and students to report grievances, suggest 
improvements, and rate service quality. Periodic “Education Summits” at state level convene government 
representatives, teachers’ unions, industry, and NGOs to review progress using dashboard data and 
ground‐level case studies. This participatory approach aligns with global best practices in adaptive 
governance (Vedung, 1998). 

Discussion 

 The NEP 2020 framework reflects best practices in policy design—clear governance tiers, 
phased timelines, targeted financing, capacity‐building mandates, and data‐driven monitoring. Yet 
empirical studies highlight critical implementation gaps. States struggle to ramp up budgets; conditional 
central grants risk delays (Azam et al., 2024). Governance: Overlapping mandates among NCERT, 
NCTE, UGC, and proposed HECI create ambiguity (Singh, 2023). Human Resources: Shortage of 
qualified teacher‐educators and school leaders hampers large‐scale CPD (Mallik, 2023). Data Quality: 
UDISE+ and AISHE dashboards suffer from reporting inconsistencies and delays (Nagpal, 2023). Equity: 
Digital initiatives risk widening urban–rural and gender divides without parallel infrastructure investments 
(Pancholi & Maurya, 2023). 

International comparisons: Finland’s trust‐based assessment, Singapore’s centralized 
implementation, Germany’s tripartite vocational governance—offer lessons on aligning autonomy with 
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accountability (Sahlberg, 2011; Edwards Jr. et al., 2024). NEP 2020’s stakeholder‐centric monitoring can 
be strengthened by independent third‐party evaluations and greater research transparency. 

Recommendations based on the above analysis, the following measures can improve NEP 
2020’s implementation and monitoring. 

 Legislate incremental increases in education spending with clear milestones and tied 
performance incentives for states (Azam et al., 2024). Expedite the merger of NCTE and AICTE into 
HECI and clarify roles of NCERT and SCERTs to eliminate overlaps (Singh, 2023). 

 Convert selected District Institutes of Education and Training into Centres of Excellence for 
teacher‐educator fellowships and Master Teacher certification (Mallik, 2023).Constitute a federal‐state 
task force to audit and standardize UDISE+ and AISHE reporting protocols, and launch mobile‐based 
data‐capture apps for remote areas (Nagpal, 2023).Implement targeted grants for rural broadband, solar 
power, and device provisioning under a “Digital Inclusion Fund,” coupled with gender‐sensitive 
pedagogies (Pancholi & Maurya, 2023). 

 Establish an autonomous National NEP 2020 Observatory comprising academicians, 
civil‐society experts, and international advisors to publish quarterly progress reports and policy briefs. 
Formalize Education Summits at national, state, and district levels with mandated representation from 
teachers’ unions, industry associations, parent‐teacher federations, and disability rights groups. 

Conclusion 

 The success of NEP 2020 hinges not merely on the breadth of its reforms but on the depth of 
their execution. A robust implementation framework—grounded in clear governance, phased timelines, 
adequate financing, and capacity building—must be matched with real‐time, data‐driven monitoring 
mechanisms that solicit stakeholder feedback and promote adaptive governance. While NEP 2020 offers 
a visionary blueprint, bridging gaps in coordination, resources, and data quality will determine its 
transformative potential. By integrating evidence‐based recommendations and international best 
practices, India can translate NEP 2020’s ambitious vision into enriched learning outcomes, equitable 

access, and a future‐ready workforce. 
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