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Abstract: To cope with Goal 4 (SDG 4), of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development in the Global 

Education development agenda, India implementing National Education Policy – 2020. It has high unique 

fundamental principles. NEP-2020 is having four main parts as, Part I - School Education; Part II – 

Higher Education; Part III – other key Areas to focus and Part IV.  Making it happen means 

implementation of NEP-2020. The review is carried out to find experiences, outcomes, obstacles, 

achievements and failures as LESSON while implementation of Education Reforms in East Asian countries 

common being geographical, social and cultural similarities with India. The goal of review of this research 

attempt is to understand the challenges of implementation of reforms in education, distilling lessons – on 

implementation and examining the impact on educational development, its process and impact. Lessons 

about education reforms policies, process and implementation is studied. By reviewing the literature, 

experiences in the five East Asian countries discussed while implementing reform policies in education. It 

is all about. China, Indonesia, Thailand, Cambodia and Philippines. The first lesson is educational reform 

system requires humanizing a complex set of functions at each level of education. The second lesson is that 

the central authority (Central government) needs to step into new roles quickly to activate, to help the 

successful reforms. Third lesson states that replacing inappropriate structures and building the capacity 

to work within new arrangements. Fourth lesson is dramatic shifts in responsibilities and powers are lead 

to the breakdown to information and evaluation systems, fifth and last lesson is about strengthening the 

voice of the community in the delivery of public services. 
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