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Abstract. The UK government has promulgated pandemic response policies since the
beginning of COVID in the United Kingdom amid exponentially rising cases. Thus, this
research assessed the efficiency of the UK government’s pandemic response policies. This
paper argues that the government’s policies have not been as efficient as they could have been
as the policies caused unemployment rates in the UK to rise immensely. We compared the
number of COVID cases and the unemployment rates in the UK to the COVID policies by
creating three graphs. We then compared all the graphs, and observed a pattern within two of
the graphs, showing that higher stringency policies were insignificant to decreasing
instantaneously the number of COVID cases. Using two of our graphs, it is clear that the UK
government’s dilatory promulgation of its pandemic response policies failed to address the
rising number of COVID cases in the country. Additionally, major COVID policies such as the
first lockdown caused a massive increment in the unemployment rates. We conclude that the
COVID policies lacked the impact and efficiency they were supposed to due to the
government’s inability to announce the policy earlier.
Keywords: COVID-19, COVID Polices, Stringency, Unemployment Rates, UK
Government

Introduction
At the end of January 2020, the United Kingdom faced COVID-19 – a large family of
viruses causing respiratory infections, which can range from the common cold to more serious
diseases. As a result of the spread of COVID-19 in the UK, there has been a total of 182,609
deaths, which have been recorded on death certificates (UK Government). Of course, there are
many more deaths that have not been accounted for due to various factors. Additionally, the
virus produced employment and economic decline; there has also been a rise in mental health
issues across the United Kingdom. Hence, at the onset of the COVID-19 outbreak, the
government decided to enforce significant policies hoping that these would mitigate the
number of deaths and the number and number of cases.
For two years, various policies have been enforced in the UK, ranging from lockdowns
and closure of businesses to simple restrictions such as social distancing measures. On the 20th
of March, 2020, Boris Johnson announced the closure of leisure centres while on the 23rd of
March, 2020, the Prime Minister declared the first lockdown. Evidently, new policies were
promulgated in the span of a few days; even though only a few days apart, some new policies
included considerable changes such as the first lockdown and second lockdown, respectively.
As the number of UK COVID-19 cases increased, the stringency of the policies likewise
increased. Additionally, during the COVID-19 crisis, the unemployment rate grew immensely,
indicating a correlation between unemployment rates and COVID. Hence, knowing the policies
are a direct repercussion to the number of COVID-19 cases, it is imperative to question the
efficiency of the UK COVID-19 response policies in 2020 and if they have caused
unemployment rates to increase.
Methodology
Initially, we hypothesised that the extreme COVID policies had more impact on the
number of cases than the less stringent policies; however, to support this claim, we had to
research data - taken from multiple sources - that included the number of cases on the same
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day as the new policy in effect. First, we researched data that provided information, specifically
on policies that aimed to lessen the number of UK COVID cases. Using The Health
Foundation's website, we were able to find and examine those specific policies (Dunn et al.).
After we collected our data on the policies, we then analysed the government's official
coronavirus website and identified data representing the number of COVID cases per day starting from the 31st of January 2020. We specifically used the number of COVID cases that
correspond with the dates of when the policies were publicised. Afterward, we designed a graph
to show the correlation between the cases and policies. For the x-axis, we numbered the months
according to dates of the policies starting from the first major policy - March 2020 being the
1st month, to 20th of December 2020 being the 10th. Additionally, as there were some policies
that were introduced in the same month, we created a system where every three days meant a
0.10 increase. For example, in the 1st month, March 2020, the 1st three days = 1.1, the next 3
days = 1.2, and so on. After we implemented this system into the x-axis, we set the y-axis to
be the number of COVID cases. Aside from this graph, we created another graph to better
understand the efficiency of the UK’s COVD 19 policies through the use of the COVID
stringency index.
As Figure 1 displays COVID policies in terms of months, the stringency graph includes
data that represents a correlation between the policies in the stringency index and the number
of COVID cases. The stringency index calculates the strictness of each COVID policy, ranging
from 1 to 100 – 100 being the strictest. By analysing the stringency index provided by the
University of Oxford, we were able to locate the corresponding stringency number by using
the same dates as when the policies were established (Ritchie et al., 2020). We were then able
to construct a graph as we already had the number of COVID cases as shown from Figure 1.
In the X-axis of Figure 2, we used numbers from the stringency index. Furthermore, for the Yaxis, we, again, used the number of COVID cases. As shown in Figure 1 and Figure 2, we
compiled data that represented the effects on the number of COVID-19 cases. On the other
hand, Figure 3 displays how COVID policies have had a direct impact on the unemployment
rates.
In Figure 3, we designed a graph that compared the stringency index to the
unemployment rates per month in the period of 10 months. First, through the information given
by statista, we were able to locate the necessary data to graph Figure 3 (Clark). We used
specific unemployment rates in the United Kingdom that was during the same month as the
policies/stringency we were using in our two previous graphs. Furthermore, we used the Xaxis to provide the numbers from the stringency index, and then used the Y-axis to provide the
unemployment rates; each unemployment rate was compared to a single number from the
stringency index depending on the month. As a result, through Figure 3, as well as, Figure 1
and Figure 2, we were able to see patterns similar to each other.
Figure 2 and Figure 3 coordinates are not in order along with their tables. For example,
the first column in the table does not correspond with the first coordinate in the graph. In both
of the Figures, the x-axis is the stringency numbers of the major policies. The stringency
numbers do not only increase, or only decrease throughout the months, but instead, there is
fluctuation. Consequently, the coordinates will not correspond directly with the 1st, or even the
2nd column. Thus, for Figure 2 and Figure 3, we will need to look at the coordinates written in
the specific column and then directly find them on the graphs.
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Figure 1

European Modern Studies Journal, 2022, 6(3)

257

European Modern Studies Journal

journal-ems.com

Figure 2

258

European Modern Studies Journal, 2022, 6(3)

European Modern Studies Journal

journal-ems.com

Figure 3
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Results
Figure 1 exhibits minimal effect on the number of COVID-19 cases resulting from the
UK policies; instead, it is evident that policies were promulgated too late. Throughout the
graph, major COVID policies such as the first lockdown have failed to instantly impact the
number of cases; instead, cases continue to arise when these policies are in effect. For instance,
the third coordinate represents the 28th of March, where there are 967 COVID-19 cases. On
this day, the first lockdown in the UK began during which everyone was ordered to stay at
home. The next coordinate represents the 13th of May, where there are 3557.4 COVID-19
cases. On this day, the first lockdown began to ease, allowing people to go to work, unlimited
outdoor exercise, and to be able to meet one person outdoors. This data highlights how the
government possibly unreasonably took time to institute timely policy. Therefore, the policy
was less efficient than it could have been. Additionally, if the government instituted a timely
response, the 13th of May would have fewer cases as the virus would have spread less. This
issue of dilatory pandemic response policy can also be seen through the 9th, 10th, and 11th
coordinates. During the 9th and 10th coordinates, leisure centres reopened, followed by
schools/colleges. However, during this period, the COVID cases increased immensely. The 9th
coordinate represented 1071 cases, and the 10th coordinate represented 1529 cases. Two
months later, as seen on the 11th coordinate, the second lockdown was promulgated. On that
day, there were 22443 cases. This immense rise in the number of cases was a result of the
failure to announce the second lockdown during the period of the 9th and 10th coordinate where there was already an obvious rise occurring - and instead elongating the time to institute
the COVID policy. Ultimately, Figure 1 represents a clear picture of how a few major policies
were established too late, resulting in the negative correlation of number of cases surprisingly
increasing.
Figure 2 shares a pattern with Figure 1 as the higher stringency numbers are evidently
proven to be insignificant to decreasing the number of COVID cases instantaneously. In Figure
2, a high stringency number, 79.6, does not immediately cause cases to decrease. Instead, cases
are still increasing afterward, as shown in the later data. Furthermore, the second coordinate
includes a stringency of 79.6, which represents when the lockdown policy was established. The
third coordinate includes a stringency of 71.3, representing when the first lockdown began to
ease. Surprisingly, the third coordinate had more cases than the second coordinate. Evidently,
this demonstrates how some of the policies with a higher stringency did not have an instant
effect on the number of cases as in this case, two months later cases were much higher.
Figure 3 presents stringency numbers compared to UK unemployment rates. In the data,
there was a rise in the unemployment rates starting from the first lockdown, which is
represented in the coordinates 79.6,13,8. Furthermore, the data highlights how the first
lockdown had an immense impact on the overall long-term future of the UK’s unemployment
rates, as seen through the next ten coordinates which lead to the 20th of December.
Additionally, between the period of ten months, there was a significant rise in unemployment
rates as in March it was 13.8%, and in December it was 17.8%. Furthermore, In the graph, the
increase in unemployment rates throughout the period of 10 months, was partially caused by
many local businesses shutting down as due to COVID, they did not have enough money to
pay workers. Even though Figure 3 did not have a pattern, it showed a clear indication of how
much to an extent the first lockdown had on unemployment rates.
Conclusion
Figure 1, Figure 2, and Figure 3 have each presented, through the use of looking at the
months and stringency numbers, how COVID policies have had an impact on the number of
COVID cases, and unemployment rates. For instance, Figure 1 presented extreme COVID
policies – seen as months on the x-axis – compared to the number of cases. Similarly, Figure 2
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focused on the same COVID policies, but as stringency numbers, compared to the number of
cases. On the other hand, Figure 3 displayed how policies affected unemployment rates. Unlike
Figure 1 and 2, Figure 3 did not exhibit any clear patterns but instead revealed how the first
lockdown had a detrimental effect on the unemployment rates, as unemployment rates
drastically increased in the span of the ten months on the graph. Ultimately, as seen through
various data, the COVID policies lacked the impact and efficiency they were supposed to due
to the government’s inability to the late promulgations of policies.
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The UK government has promulgated pandemic response policies since the beginning of COVID in the United
Kingdom amid exponentially rising cases. Thus, this research assessed the efficiency of the UK government’s
pandemic response policies. This paper argues that the government’s policies have not been as efficient as they
could have been as the policies caused unemployment rates in the UK to rise immensely.
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