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[1]https://www.cso.ie/en/releasesandpublications/ep/p-
sic19ros/socialimpactofcovid-
19surveyaugust2020thereopeningofschools/impactofenforcedscho
olclosures/#:~:text=The%20impact%20of%20enforced%20school,
on%20their%20child's%20social%20development.
[2]https://www.cso.ie/en/releasesandpublications/ep/p-
sic19isc/socialimpactofcovid-
19surveyfebruary2021impactofschoolclosures/resultsandanalysis/

HOW HAS COVID-19 AFFECTED THE SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT OF STUDENTS IN DUBLIN?

Conclusions and Reflection

Introduction
We are only starting to see the impact that COVID-19 has had
on today’s youth. Through personal observations throughout
our daily life and our own research we noticed that the
students in our school appear to be less socially developed
than when we were only commencing secondary school. We
decided to investigate if this was just our own bias or if we had
formulated a hypothesis that we could support with our own
research.

We gathered data from 468 students by sending an online survey to two
South Dublin schools through Forms. The age range of the respondents
was between 12-19 years with (age 12-19) with 267 males and 201 females
. We asked them how they felt COVID-19 impacted their social
development and gave them three options: It had a positive effect, it had
a minimal effect or it had a negative effect. We also included options for
the candidates to enter their age, gender and what year of school they are
in.

We analysed our results and compiled the data into bar charts and pie
charts to display it. We then formulated a conclusion based on our
results.

As additional desk research, we found data from two separate studies [1],
[2] that were carried out at the beginning of, and during COVID-19,
respectively. We then presented these results as pie charts and a line
graph to compare with our own study. From these graphs we formulated
our conclusion and reflected on the results we found.

Method

Results and Analysis

 Fig. 3 Results of the
Primary study we
conducted in
Feburary  2024.

Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 are
secondary data
gathered from desk
research. Each
represents data from
August 2020 and
Feburary 2021,
respectively.
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The decreasing rate of ‘negative’ responses and increasing rate of ‘positive’
responses over time was predictable, as the Junior and Leaving Certificate
going back to ‘pre-COVID’ curriculums from next year and there is overall
recovery of the society.

There is a 3 year gap between Feburary 2021 and Feburary 2024 as we
couldn’t find much of past surveys of this particular topic. Next time we
gather primary resources via survey, we would survey the candidates every 6
months over a 4 year period to be able to see a more reliable and consistent
trend.

While we did have a large sample size the diversity of the candidates
surveyed was limited to the Dublin area. If we were to do this project again
we would expand our reach all across Ireland.

In our opinion we found that these results matched our hypothesis: we
predicted that the isolation from face to face contact with other people in
such a crucial time in a young person’s development. However, we didn’t
expect to see such a clear upwards trend in the various surveys but this
shows that the impact of COVID-19 is only wearing off now.

The negative effect of COVID-19 on the social development of the
current generation of secondary school students is evident from both
the secondary sources we studied and our own study. This impact is
however decreasing as time passes and is reflected by the progression
from 78% of respondants reporting a negative impact in 2020 to 71%
in 2021 and 45% in 2024. Similarly, there was an increase in the
positive impact that was felt by the pandemic, going from 5%, then 8%
and 19% for the respective years. 
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