
  Volume-10 | Issue-03| Sept 2025  28  

 
  

 

International Journal of Humanities and Social Science
ISSN (Online): 2208-2204

Volume 10 Issue 03 September 2025 

 DOI: https://doi.org/10.53555/eijhss.v10i1.245 

 
PUBLIC PERCEPTION OF GOVERNMENT POLICIES DURING THE COVID-19 

PANDEMIC 

 

Viraj Singh Rathod1*, Preeti Upreti2, Ms. Rimma Quadros3, Dr. Sameer Velankar4, Epsita Gogoi5, 

Dr.John Abraham6 
 

1*Research Scholar, Jamia Millia Islamia. Email ID: rathodvirajsingh@gmail.com  
2Research Scholar, University of Petroleum and Energy Studies, Dehradun, Uttarakhand. Email ID: 

preetiupreti310@gmail.com  
3Coordinator at Patkar Varde College, Department of Multimedia and Mass Communication, Chikitsak Samuha's 

Patkar Varde College, Affiliated to University of Mumbai. Email ID: pvcrimmaquadros@gmail.com  
4Dean, Commerce, G N.Khalsa College, Email ID: sameervelankar@gmail.com 

5Research Scholar, MPA (Jamia Millia Islamia University), New Delhi. Email ID: gogoiepsita@gmail.com  
10.53555/eijhss.v10i1.245 - 560034, Orcid ID :0000-0002-4850-5070, Email ID: drjohnabraham1988@gmail.com  

 

*Corresponding Author:  

*Email: rathodvirajsingh@gmail.com 

 

Abstract 
A multitude of public health and economic policies were introduced in India during the COVID-19 pandemic such as 

lockdown, mask mandate, vaccine campaign and financial relief. However, these measures evolved in public perception 

over time; they were communicated through economic hardships, misinformation, and the inconsistent enforcement of 

them. At first, people initially thought that lockdowns and mask mandates were the right move, but extended restrictions 

have proven to be unpopular as they’ve caused people to become financially unstable and compliant fatigue. Public 

reluctance to get vaccinated as a main obstacle existed because people doubted vaccine safety alongside distrust of 

information, but awareness drives led to greater acceptance rates. The public received economic relief programs 

favourably because of free ration distribution but criticized cash transfers and MSME loan schemes because of delayed 

implementation and bureaucratic issues. The research demonstrates public trust in governmental actions shows constant 

change which requires open dialogue and fair health services distribution and quick and effective economic relief delivery. 

Future government policies need to address information falsity while simplifying assistance distribution and build 

economic strength which defends public health readiness. 
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1. INTRODUCTION

Global multi-level policy responses became crucial to control the challenges created by COVID-19's worldwide crisis. 
Governments throughout the world adopted multiple public health interventions such as lockdown orders, required mask 
use  and  social  distancing  requirements  and  developed  extensive  vaccination programs.  The  implementation  of  these 
measures  in  India  became  complicated  because  of  its  numerous  socio-economic  conditions  combined  with  dense 
population and large informal workforce (Kandel et al., 2020). The Government of India (GOI) adopted an intense strategy 
by  enforcing  a  worldwide  lockdown  in  March  2020  that  positioned  among  the  most  stringent  worldwide.  The  crisis 
management involved financial stimulus packages and the Pradhan Mantri Garib Kalyan Yojana and emergency health 
infrastructure upgrades according to (Kandpal, 2024).

The success of these policies to control virus spread and reduce economic harm depended heavily on how the public 
received  them  and  how  well  they  followed  governmental  decisions.  Research  demonstrates  that  public  trust  toward 
government actions determines how effective health interventions become during crisis situations (Wang et al., 2024). The 
public reaction towards health mandates demonstrated diversity between African and Western nations dependent on how 
well information was presented and the strength of implementation systems and economic stability (Wild et al., 2023). 
The analysis of public perception within India's particular population needs to be researched because it determines both 
the success and shortcomings of the implemented policies.

This research examines the changing public opinions regarding Indian government policies which emerged during the 
COVID-19 pandemic. Government policies received diverse compliance levels from different regions and socio-economic 
groups according to Sharma & Gupta (2023). Public reactions toward COVID-19 policies in India became inconsistent 
because of misinformation spread along with economic difficulties from lockdowns and varying vaccine acceptance rates 
and inconsistent enforcement methods. The public displayed divergent opinions about government interventions which 
they saw as both appropriate and timely yet excessive and poorly communicated and insufficiently protective of vulnerable 
groups (Saechang et al., 2021).

The research investigates Indian citizen perceptions of government pandemic policies throughout the COVID-19 crisis as 
well as their changing attitudes. The key research objectives are a. public responses to government-imposed lockdowns 
together with mask requirements along with vaccination procedures. b. The factors which affect public trust and their level 
of compliance with the government-imposed interventions. c. A critical evaluation of misinformation as well as economic 
difficulties  in  their  impact  on public  opinion  formation.  d. The recommendations  to  enhance  public  health  policy 
implementation for future needs.

The  research  design  combines  three  complementary  research  methods  including  sentiment  analysis  of  social  media 
discourse, structured surveys, and qualitative interviews in order to reach the study objectives. The social media platforms 
Twitter and Facebook serve as essential public forums for discourse which provide real-time public sentiment data about 
policy interventions (Khan et al., 2022). This research uses both structured surveys for capturing attitudes together with 
structured surveys of urban and rural citizens to understand quantitative data and supports qualitative insights through 
personal interviews.

The research findings make a valuable addition to academic studies regarding crisis management and health policy trust 
in the public sector. This study applies global research findings about policy acceptance success factors by examining their 
impact on Indian society through its socio-cultural and economic framework (O’Malley et al., 2009). The study helps 
policymakers develop practice-ready recommendations to improve their public communication methods as well as present 
specialized interventions for economic and geographic obstacles.

Public health crisis policy effectiveness relies on both government design implementation together with public trust and 
acceptance of measures. This research analyzes Indian citizen responses to COVID-19 interventions to develop better 
governance strategies that can be used in future health emergencies.  Public perception stands essential for developing 
resilient health policies and achieving public cooperation in crisis response while the world recovers from the pandemic 
and prepares for potential future crises.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1 Study  Design The  research  design  utilizes  a  mixed-method  approach  which  merges  qualitative  and  quantitative 
methods  to  evaluate  public  reactions  to  Indian  government  pandemic  policies.  The  research  methodology  utilizes 
sentiment analysis together with structured surveys and qualitative interviews to combine results for a thorough analysis 
of public sentiment (Khan et al., 2022).

2.2 Study Location This research surveyed various Indian states for measuring differences in public understanding across 
regional areas. The researchers obtained data from both urban and rural areas across Maharashtra, Delhi, Tamil Nadu, 
Uttar Pradesh, and West Bengal to achieve demographic diversity.

2.3 Population and Sampling: The research conducted its survey among adult citizens in India who were divided by 
economic status and location throughout the country. The sampling strategy included:

2.3.1 Social Media Analysis: The analysis of social media data included random selection of 250,000 tweets from both 
verified and non-verified accounts.

2.3.2 Surveys: A structured online survey was distributed to 5,000 participants.

2.3.3 Qualitative Interviews: The research conducted 100 qualitative interviews with participants chosen according to 
their occupational fields and regional locations.

 

 

 

 

2.4 Data Collection 
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2.4.1 Social Media Analysis: Twitter API was used to collect tweets from March 2020 to December 2022, employing 

hashtags such as #LockdownIndia, #MaskMandate, and #CovidVaccineIndia. The preprocessing stage involved 

tokenization and stop-word removal and lemmatization according to (Sanders et al., 2021). 

2.4.2 Surveys: The online survey investigated policy areas such as compliance together with trust and economic impact. 

Digital distribution methods were used to achieve broad distribution of the survey. 

2.4.3 Qualitative Interviews: The semi-structured approach delivered deeper information about public outlooks through 

interviews that researchers conducted via Zoom and telephone platforms. The research team conducted interviews through 

Zoom and telephone connections which they transcribed for thematic pattern analysis (Glasdam & Stjernswärd, 2020). 

2.5 Statistical Analysis 

2.5.1 Sentiment Analysis: Two Natural Language Processing techniques VADER and TextBlob functioned to identify 

positive and negative and neutral sentiments in Twitter text statements. 

2.5.2 Descriptive Statistics: The researcher processed survey data through SPSS to determine means, standard deviations, 

and frequencies. 

2.5.3 Thematic Analysis: The authors used NVivo software to code interview transcripts to identify key themes regarding 

policy effectiveness and misinformation together with public trust levels. 

2.6 Ethical Considerations: The research respected all ethical principles by obtaining informed consent from every 

participant involved. The study-maintained data confidentiality and anonymity according to institutional research 

protocols. These research methods deliver a solid breakdown of public understanding that offers practical information to 

both health administrators and policymakers. 

 

3. Results and Discussion 

3.1 Public Sentiment on Lockdowns: The implementation of nationwide lockdowns in India throughout the COVID-19 

pandemic resulted in changing public reactions during different time periods. The breakdown of public sentiments about 

lockdown enforcement appears in Table 1. 

Positive views about lockdowns show continuous downward trends because individuals face financial struggles and social 

loneliness with exhaustion from prolonged government restrictions. During 2020 people accepted lockdowns because of 

the worldwide emergency and the absence of alternative virus containment methods. The prolonged duration of lockdowns 

in 2021 led more people to face financial problems because of business shutdowns and employment losses and disruptions 

in their daily routines. The pursuit of economic survival along with public health safety resulted in growing neutral and 

negative sentiments among the population (Raj, 2022). 

The year 2022 marked the highest point of public dissatisfaction when 40% of people expressed negative feelings. The 

trend of dissatisfaction rose to its highest point due to different government policies along with delayed aid packages and 

mental health-linked anxieties. A considerable segment of the population began to doubt whether repeated lockdowns 

could continue indefinitely despite some people still backing containment measures. Public trust declined because people 

encountered misinformation and observed inconsistent enforcement rules between different states at the same time. 

Public sentiment about COVID-19 management reveals the need for healthcare policies which successfully unite disease 

control efforts with economic sustainability, so people remain faithful to cooperative measures in future situations. 

The data (Fig 1.) shows that mask mandate compliance decreased throughout the period because people received incorrect 

information, and governments decreased their enforcement activities. The public maintained a 70% clampdown on mask-

wearing in 2020 because community members thoroughly understood both the pandemic seriousness and mask protection 

against disease spread. Public compliance with face mask requirements became possible through the implementation of 

strict policies and government-led education initiatives. Social media along with other channels distributed incorrect 

information about mask effectiveness which led to decreased compliance rates in 2021. 

The impact of misinformation increased to 30% during 2021 when enforcement satisfaction dropped to 45%. The 

enforcement problems occurred because authorities failed to implement clear monitoring guidelines along with 

inconsistent messaging about the situation. As vaccination numbers increased many people started to believe masks were 

no longer required. The intergovernmental mixed guidelines created confusion which reduced compliance rates among 

the population (Rise In COVID Cases, 2024). 

The percentage of compliant individuals decreased to 40% in 2022 while misinformation spread to affect 45% of people. 

The public became exhausted by prolonged limitations while certain individuals stopped following mask rules because 

they believed these requirements were pointless. The public showed increasing discontent with enforcement by reaching 

30% as people believed authorities were not effectively carrying out their policies. The need for high future compliance 

requires both clear communication plans and better misinformation handling systems and effective public health rules 

with proper enforcement. 

 

3.2 Response to Vaccination Policies Vaccine distribution performed as a vital element in India's pandemic reaction 

plan. People's views about vaccines depended on their availability and how well they worked and what false information 

reached them. Prescription-based details regarding vaccination policy sentiments can be found in Table 2. 

Various factors such as official awareness initiatives and better vaccine availability and enhanced medical institution trust 

have led to rising COVID-19 vaccination acceptance in India. The public displayed substantial doubt about COVID-19 

vaccines in 2020 even though they were available because people worried about their safety and potential adverse effects 

and the fast development process. The population split into three groups with 30% showing neutrality and 20% continuing 

their opposition to vaccination. 
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The vaccine distribution endeavors expanded during 2021 with additional promotional efforts to reduce misinformation 

and doubt about vaccinations. Public health experts together with community leaders actively promoted the advantages 

of immunization to the population. The positive sentiment rose to 55% during this period as negative and neutral 

sentiments decreased. 

The positive sentiment regarding COVID-19 vaccines in India increased to 65% by 2022 because people noticed how 

vaccinations protected against severe illness and hospitalizations. The vaccine hesitancy continued to exist in rural areas 

alongside particular demographic groups because of ongoing worries about long-term side effects and false information 

spread through social media channels. 

Additionally, the government emphasized localized outreach programs while establishing transparent communication to 

support vaccine confidence together with free vaccination drives as part of its initiative. These strategies have proven 

effective because the public sentiment continues to decrease in both neutral and negative directions. 

Figure 2 displays the primary concerns that the public has about COVID-19 vaccination. 

Respondents identified adverse reaction fears as the primary reason for avoiding vaccination since 40% of them expressed 

this concern. The skepticism about how well the vaccine protects people against the virus represented 30% of vaccine 

hesitancy and proved to be significant for vaccine avoidance. A significant portion of 20% of survey participants 

mentioned difficulties accessing vaccines because of restricted availability in distant regions and extended waiting 

durations (Kang & Stamolampros, 2024). A significant percentage of 10% continued to encounter false information that 

propagated vaccine risks alongside conspiracy theories. For the vaccines to gain trust and increased participation it is vital 

to solve these problems by using transparent communication with precise logistics planning and targeted awareness 

campaigns. 

 

3.3 Economic Relief and Public Trust The government introduced three economic relief programs which provided direct 

cash assistance and free ration distribution and loan assistance for small businesses. Public opinion about these measures 

showed different levels of satisfaction according to data presented in Table 3. 

The public showed different levels of satisfaction toward economic relief programs because they evaluated these measures 

according to their accessibility and distribution fairness and operational efficiency. Free ration distribution achieved the 

most satisfaction from the public with a rate of 70%. The high satisfaction rate for free ration distribution can be explained 

by food security concerns during lockdowns which this program directly addressed urgent needs of vulnerable 

populations. The delivery system combined with extensive coverage made this measure more effective at reducing food 

shortages among disadvantaged populations (Bhattacharyya et al., 2023; Kandpal, 2024). 

The public showed positive reception to direct cash transfers since 55% of recipients expressed satisfaction. The financial 

aid program received mixed reviews because many families depended on it yet delays in payments and problems reaching 

all beneficiaries resulted in some negative feedback. The recipients faced issues with banking service accessibility 

particularly in rural locations which made their funds difficult to use right away. 

The satisfaction rate for MSME loan schemes reached only 40%. Business owners in small companies encountered 

complex administrative obstacles and drawn-out review times that extended the time needed for assistance payments to 

reach them during their most urgent financial moments. The loan terms became unfavorable for businesses because they 

faced high-interest rates and stringent repayment requirements while many businesses failed to qualify for the program. 

The implementation of straightforward processes together with adaptable financial assistance mechanisms should be 

established for businesses to obtain proper help in their time of need. 

Figure 3 provides insights about the reasons for dissatisfaction with economic relief measures. 

Among all the challenges identified in the data 35% of survey participants reported distribution delays to be the major 

issue. Delays in distribution domains created financial problems for individuals who received support as well as businesses 

that depended on time-sensitive assistance. A large number of beneficiaries encountered delayed payments because 

bureaucratic issues and administrative hold-ups caused their funds to reach them late despite their need to pay essential 

costs. 

The non-emergencies for which the respondents sought assistance were insufficiently covered, and 25% of the respondents 

pointed out that there exists a significant element of the population that is not enrolled in the aid programs or faces the 

problem of lack of resources because of the geographical location or some other complications. In many cases, the rural 

people and other vulnerable groups were the most affected, which called for the equitable distribution of relief items. 

Lack of awareness contributed to 20% of dissatisfaction indicating that some of the eligible persons did not know of the 

available relief measures or how to go about applying for them. A few relief measures were introduced quickly, but lack 

of advertising meant that some groups of the population did not receive the funds they needed. 

The bureaucratic process became a difficulty for 20% of respondents during their efforts to acquire financial support. 

Many people avoided taking advantage of assistance because they faced complex application processes along with 

stringent qualification requirements and long approval wait times. Small business owners faced the most difficulty because 

of these obstacles which prevented them from obtaining immediate financial support to keep their businesses operational. 

The public needs better economic relief programs that work quickly without delays and easily reach all people. Using 

digital systems and making information open to the public will help the government provide financial help better while 

also building trust with every recipient. 
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4. Discussion 

4.1 Public Response to COVID-19 Policies 

The Indian government responded to COVID-19 by enforcing strong controls that tackled both disease and economic 

issues. The government introduced these programs to reduce both health and financial problems created by the pandemic. 

The public reacted differently to government policies throughout the pandemic because people believed unreliable 

information and faced financial challenges while also evaluating their trust in government agencies (Raj, 2022; Sekar et 

al., 2023). 

People readily accepted lockdowns and mask rules because of their rising concerns about the virus spreading quickly. As 

time passed and people faced more financial problems they started to oppose the restrictions. The increasing number of 

people without work and closed businesses made people more upset with the situation. People doubted the success of 

these measures because authorities did not enforce them evenly and people followed the rules differently in different parts 

of the country. 

People reacted to vaccination drives with both willingness to participate and doubts about their safety. People accepted 

immunization programs after many delays because they doubted vaccine safety and effectiveness based on false 

information. The government worked with communities to fight vaccine doubts and make more people get vaccinated. 

People reacted differently to the economic support plans the government offered. People praised the free ration scheme 

for helping vulnerable communities right away but they criticized direct money transfers and loans due to administrative 

problems and late payment issues. Effective public health strategies in the future must balance good communication with 

fair policy results and support for economic needs of citizens (Sanders et al., 2021; Shanka & Menebo, 2022). 

4.2 Public Sentiment on Lockdowns: The nationwide lockdowns, initiated in March 2020, were among the most 

stringent globally. Initially, there was substantial public support for these measures, as they were perceived as necessary 

to curb the virus's spread. Citizens largely complied with restrictions due to heightened fear of the unknown nature of the 

virus, rising infection rates, and government advisories urging people to stay indoors. The initial response was 

characterized by widespread acceptance, as lockdowns were seen as a crucial intervention to prevent overwhelming the 

healthcare system and limit fatalities (Ramani et al., 2022). 

The public gradually started to change its opinion about the pandemic rules after they stayed in place for too long. The 

biggest problem during the pandemic emerged as economic difficulty because many businesses closed and people lost 

their jobs while daily wage workers faced severe financial challenges. The financial problems hit minority groups 

especially hard and made their social inequalities worse. People developed more anxiety and depression because they 

stayed isolated for too long and could not move freely. 

Mid-2020 surveys showed that people used social media platforms to show their rising level of impatience. Most people 

agreed on maintaining lockdowns but wanted restrictions that matched health needs with business operation sustainability. 

Community feelings about safety and work drive policy experts to balance disease control with employment needs. Public 

officials need to balance their disease control actions with their efforts to avoid harming economic growth(“(PDF) Public 

Support and Economic Challenges amid COVID-19 Outbreak,” 2024; Zhong et al., 2020). 

4.3 Public Perception of Mask Mandates: At the start of the pandemic communities agreed with masks being required 

to control disease spread. The public followed mask rules well during the first few months because public health messages 

showed how face masks help prevent virus spread. People followed mask requirements more frequently in cities because 

officials enforced them strongly and COVID-19 spread widely. The public followed mask rules more often because 

companies provided free masks and stores sold them at affordable prices. 

The use of masks declined during the period because various elements contributed to this decrease. Social media platforms 

and personal conversations transmitted false information about masks which made some groups of people doubt their 

effectiveness. The public had conflicting views about mask effectiveness because some people doubted their usefulness, 

yet others restricted their use to symptomatic patients. People lost their patience with wearing masks during prolonged 

periods especially in areas with harsh climates where discomfort caused them to stop following the rules. 

States implemented their own sets of guidelines without uniformity which caused widespread confusion among the 

American public. The perception that mask-wearing lost its importance emerged because some areas maintained strict 

mandates while others chose to relax their rules. The problem became worse because authorities failed to deliver consistent 

messages to the public. The increase of COVID-19 cases in April 2022 required Delhi and Haryana along with other 

Indian states to re-establish face mask requirements to combat the rising health threat. 

The reinstatement of compliance involves public awareness campaigns and penalties for non-compliance and programs 

that distribute masks. The maintenance of public adherence to masking requires both transparent communication and 

regular enforcement together with community involvement to drive home the permanent advantages that masks provide 

during public health emergencies (Cori et al., 2020). 

4.4 Response to Vaccination Policies: India implemented vaccination campaigns as a key method to fight COVID-19. 

The general population displayed shifting attitudes about vaccines throughout different time periods. People initially 

showed reluctance toward vaccines because they had doubts about their safety measures and effectiveness as well as their 

availability. The initial responses exhibited skepticism by public audiences during early times when false information 

about vaccine side effects and quick development spread widely. 

India implemented vaccination campaigns as a key method to fight COVID-19. The general population displayed shifting 

attitudes about vaccines throughout different time periods. People initially showed reluctance toward vaccines because 

they had doubts about their safety measures and effectiveness as well as their availability. The initial responses exhibited 

skepticism by public audiences during early times when false information about vaccine side effects and quick 

development spread widely (Bhattacharyya et al., 2023). 
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The overall progress in vaccination rates was accompanied by persistent disparities which affected rural areas because 

logistical problems and inadequate healthcare facilities and widespread myths prevented people from receiving vaccines. 

Local healthcare personnel engaged communities through information sessions which helped minimize vaccine barriers 

and government programs provided financial assistance to vaccinated individuals. 

The government and medical experts needed to provide clear and honest information to increase vaccine acceptance rates. 

The vaccination process gained public trust because the government provided consistent updates and truthful messages 

and responded to misleading information. Future strategies need to maintain equal access for vaccines along with specific 

intervention programs for vaccine reluctance together with rapid booster distribution to preserve population protective 

immunity (Chandani et al., 2021; Cori et al., 2020). 

4.5 Economic Relief and Public Trust: The economic crisis from the pandemic required state supervision through 

emergency monetary relief programs along with complimentary food provisions and small business stimulus packages. 

The supplied relief programs functioned to decrease financial pressure while granting fast assistance to domestic homes 

and business operations. 

The public showed different levels of satisfaction regarding these programs. Free ration distribution programs gained the 

most public support because they directly solved food security problems especially for poor communities. Vulnerable 

groups could quickly access ration distribution programs which executed rapidly and efficiently while increasing their 

trust in government assistance (Kandel et al., 2020). 

However, direct cash transfers, while beneficial, received mixed reactions. The financial aid programs brought relief yet 

distribution delays and banking service accessibility problems especially in rural areas presented barriers to beneficiaries. 

Household members experienced difficulties using digital banking systems which restricted their ability to access their 

funds right away. 

Small business owners under the MSME sector received substantial criticism about their loan schemes. Business owners 

expressed problems dealing with challenging eligibility standards and multiple application complexity and extended 

approval duration. Businesses avoided financial support programs because they were worried about high interest rates 

combined with strict repayment requirements. 

The dissimilar satisfaction levels emphasize the need for relief programs which provide easy accessibility combined with 

efficient administration and customized services for every beneficiary. Future economic interventions will gain public 

trust and perform better when the application processes become simpler, and funds are disbursed promptly while support 

program awareness increases (Cori et al., 2020; Public Service Motivation and Trust in Government: An Examination 

Across the Federal, State, and Local Levels in the United States - Colt Jensen, Jaclyn Piatak, 2024, n.d.). 

 

5. Conclusion 

The COVID-19 pandemic demanded urgent government interventions to address its major difficulties. The research tracks 

changing public reactions regarding different COVID-19 policies such as forced lockdowns and mask requirements as 

well as vaccination promotions and economic assistance programs. 

From the perception of the public towards the lockdowns, it was evident that people had agreed to the strict measures that 

were put in place to prevent the spread of the virus. However, with the continuous lockdowns, people experienced 

economic difficulties, unemployment, and social isolation and, therefore, frustration and dissatisfaction. The negative 

sentiment is increasing in 2021 and 2022, indicating that both public health and economic and mental well-being factors 

must be considered. 

The study also sought to establish the level of compliance with mask mandates, and the results indicated that this has been 

reducing over the period under consideration. This was due to the decline in people’s confidence in the effectiveness of 

the masks, which was caused by the spread of fake news and the lack of strict compliance with the rules. It also reflects 

the need for further constant awareness in reminding the public on the need to follow measures of preventive measures 

and in tackling fake news. 

The trend of the public opinion on vaccination policies was slightly more positive in the later stages of the pandemic. This 

was brought about by awareness campaigns, incentives, and increased availability of vaccines. Nevertheless, the vaccine 

hesitancy observed across some demographic populations calls for even more promotional campaigns and specific 

intervention approaches for enhancing compliance with the vaccination regimes. 

The measures related to economic relief were somewhat received with mixed feelings, with the free ration distribution 

being more appreciated than the direct cash transfers and the MSME loan schemes. This can be attributed to the fact that 

people valued the immediate benefits that the program offered over the financial assistance programs that required them 

to go through a number of processes. It is crucial to provide fast and smooth access to the relief measures to enhance the 

population’s confidence in the government’s support during emergencies. 

In sum, this study lending credence to the ever-shifting possibility of the general public with regard to the government 

policies. Good disaster management entails clear communication, fairness and policies on the distribution of resources for 

emergencies while taking into consideration the need of society both in the short-run and long-run. In the future, 

governments need to be more active in making changes in policies in response to the public’s feedback in order to have 

better preparedness in case of other health crises. 
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Data Collection 

Data Source Collection Method Sample Size Key Information Collected 

Social Media Analysis Twitter API 250,000 tweets Sentiment towards policies 

Surveys Online survey 5,000 respondents Trust, compliance, economic impact 

Qualitative Interviews Semi-structured 100 interviews In-depth perspectives 

 

Table 1: Public Sentiment on Lockdowns (2020-2022) 
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Year Positive Sentiment (%) Neutral Sentiment (%) Negative Sentiment (%) 

2020 45 30 25 

2021 30 35 35 

2022 20 40 40 

 

Table 2: Public Sentiment on COVID-19 Vaccination 

Year Positive Sentiment (%) Neutral Sentiment (%) Negative Sentiment (%) 

2020 50 30 20 

2021 55 25 20 

2022 65 20 15 

 

Table 3: Public Satisfaction with Economic Relief Measures 

Policy Measure Satisfaction Rate (%) 

Direct Cash Transfers 55 

Free Ration Distribution 70 

MSME Loan Schemes 40 

 

Figure 1: Compliance and Perception of Mask Mandates 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2: Public Concerns About COVID-19 Vaccination 
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Figure 3: Reasons for Dissatisfaction with Economic Relief Measures 
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