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Abstract  

Planned hospital care (outpatient attendances and planned hospital admissions) was 

disrupted during the pandemic, but we lack evidence on which groups of young people were 

most impacted. We aimed to describe differences in planned care for vulnerable 

adolescents receiving children’s social care (CSC) services or special educational needs (SEN) 

support during the pandemic, relative to their peers. Using the ECHILD Database (linked de-

identified administrative health, education and social care records for all children in 

England), we examined changes in planned hospital care from 23 March to 31 December 

2020 for secondary school pupils in Years 7 to 11 (N=3,030,235). There were large deficits in 

planned care for adolescents overall, which disproportionately affected the 21% receiving 

SEN support or CSC services who bore 25% of the outpatient attendance deficit and 37% of 

the planned admissions deficit. These findings indicate a need for targeted ‘catch-up’ 

funding and resources, particularly for vulnerable groups.  
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Introduction 

Compared to adults, the direct effects of COVID-19 on adolescents in England, in terms of 

serious infections and deaths, have been relatively low [1]. However, young people have 

experienced considerable indirect effects of the pandemic through disruptions to health and 

other services. For example, a recent study showed that young people have experienced 

much greater relative decreases in planned hospital admissions than adults [2]. Adolescents 

receiving children’s social care (CSC) services or special educational needs (SEN) support 

have been more affected than their peers by indirect effects of the pandemic, such as 

disruptions to schools and a shift to virtual contact with health and other services via 

telephone or video. These groups also have higher rates of chronic health conditions than 

their peers, and are therefore likely to have been more affected by the large reductions in 

planned hospital care (i.e. outpatient attendances and planned hospital admissions) during 

the pandemic. This analysis aimed to describe changes in planned hospital care among 

vulnerable adolescents receiving CSC services or SEN support, relative to their peers during 

the pandemic. 

 

Methods 

We analysed the Education and Child Health Insights from Linked Data (ECHILD) Database 

[3], a whole population dataset that links de-identified administrative health, education and 

social care records for all children in England. We included all secondary school pupils in 

Years 7 to 11 in the academic year 2019/20 (typically aged 11 to 16 years). We identified 

pupils who were receiving SEN support or CSC services before the pandemic began, based 

on the most recent education and social care information recorded in the ECHILD Database 

(2019/20 for SEN and 2018/19 for CSC: see Supplementary Figure 1).  

At the time of analysis, hospital data in the ECHILD Database was available up to 31 

December 2020, therefore it was only possible to look at changes to planned hospital care 

during the first nine months of the pandemic (23 March to 31 December 2020). We 

calculated the rates of planned care per 1,000 child-years in 2015 to 2019. From this pre-

pandemic baseline information, we predicted the expected rates in 2020 (had the pandemic 

not happened) using a Poisson model that assumed any observed time trends would have 

continued. We then calculated the difference between the expected and observed rates for 

adolescents receiving statutory support or services and their peers. We also looked at the 

mode of outpatient appointments (in-person versus tele/virtual). 

 

Results 

Of the 3,030,235 adolescents in this analysis, a fifth were receiving SEN support and/or CSC 

services (14.2% were receiving SEN support only, 3.6% were receiving CSC services only, and 

2.7% were receiving both SEN support and CSC services. Key characteristics of the young 

people included in this analysis are given in Supplementary Table 1.  
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Deficits in planned hospital care during the pandemic 

During the pandemic, the rate of outpatient attendances among adolescents was 28% lower 

than expected  and the rate of planned hospital admissions was 40% lower (Supplementary 

Table 2). Larger decreases in the rates of planned care were observed for those receiving 

SEN support or CSC services compared to their peers (Figure 1). The greatest decrease in 

rates was seen among adolescents receiving both SEN support and CSC services. There was 

a large deficit in planned healthcare for adolescents with 555,012 fewer outpatient 

attendances than expected and 46,524 fewer planned hospital admissions. These deficits 

disproportionately affected young people who were receiving SEN support or CSC services. 

Although 21% of adolescents were receiving SEN support or CSC services, they accounted 

for 25% of the deficit in outpatient attendances and 37% of the deficit in planned hospital 

admissions.  

 

Figure 1 Difference in predicted versus observed rate of planned hospital contacts per 1,000 child-

years among secondary school pupils and their peers from 23 March to 31 December 2020, by type 

of statutory support or service. SEN = Special Educational Needs; CSC = children’s social care 

services.  

 

Mode of outpatient attendances during the pandemic 

During the pandemic, 1 in 4 outpatient attendances by adolescents were tele/virtual (Table 

1), compared to just 3% in 2019. Those receiving SEN support or CSC services were less likely 

than their peers to have an in-person outpatient appointment scheduled (74% versus 77% 
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of scheduled appointments, p<0.001; Supplementary Table 3) and were also less likely than 

their peers to attend a scheduled in-person appointment (85% versus 87, p<0.001; 

Supplementary Table 4). Overall, this means that during the pandemic a greater proportion 

of outpatient care for adolescents receiving SEN support or CSC services was tele/virtual 

compared to their peers (Table 1).  

 

Table 1 Type of outpatient attendances among adolescents in school years 7 to 11 from 23 March to 
31 December  2020, by type of statutory support or service. 

 
Total (N)  

In-person Tele/virtual 
 n % n % 

Overall 1,771,889 1,317,959 74.4% 453,930 25.6% 
No support/services 1,135,391 858,259 75.6% 277,132 24.4% 
Any support/services 636,498 459,700 72.2% 176,798 27.8% 

• SEN only 440,910 318,326 72.2% 122,584 27.8% 

• CSC only 60,457 45,023 74.5% 15,434 25.5% 

• Both SEN and CSC 135,131 96,351 71.3% 38,780 28.7% 

SEN = special educational needs support; CSC = children’s social care services. Bold indicates a 

statistically significant difference from “No support/services” reference group at p<0.05.  

 

Discussion 

Our analysis highlights the large deficits in planned hospital care that were borne by 

adolescents during the COVID-19 pandemic. Adolescents receiving both SEN support and 

CSC services had the largest deficits. These findings indicate a need for targeted ‘catch-up’ 

funding and resources for child health, particularly for vulnerable groups who were 

disproportionately affected. Interactions between families and CSC services/schools may 

offer opportunities to  encourage young people (and their families and carers) to re-engage 

with health services to ensure the young people receive the care they need.  

Adolescence is a period of rapid development when delays to treatment may have long-

lasting impacts on health and wellbeing. Planned care that was forgone or deferred, could 

delay diagnoses or treatments, thereby increasing the likelihood of prolonged suffering and 

complications [4]. Studies in adults have clearly shown the harms of delays to planned 

hospital care (such as cancer treatment), but few such studies have been conducted for 

childhood conditions. More research about how delays to planned care impact children’s 

outcomes is needed. As we move to the recovery phase of the pandemic, services will need 

to consider how to mitigate the potential adverse effects of unmet needs arising from 

deficits in planned hospital care. 

Without the increased use of tele/virtual outpatient appointments, the observed deficit in 

outpatient attendances during the pandemic would have undoubtedly been much greater. 

Previous research has found that virtual consultations are safe and effective for the small 

fraction of patients who are considered “suitable” for this type of care by their clinicians [5]. 
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However, the effectiveness of remote consultations for adolescents is unclear, particularly 

those with SEN or receiving CSC services. Remote consultations for young people also raise 

safeguarding concerns, such as health professionals not being able to pick up on non-verbal 

cues or not knowing who else is in the room. Adolescents receiving SEN support or CSC 

services may therefore need to be prioritised for face-to-face outpatient care during the 

recovery phase of the pandemic.  

The ECHILD Database is a whole population data source that includes all children who had 

contact with hospitals in England, thereby minimising selection bias (e.g., relative to 

surveys). A limitation of this analysis is that it only looked at deficits in planned hospital care 

during the first nine months of the pandemic as experienced by young people aged 11 to 16 

years, focusing on those whose vulnerabilities could be readily defined from administrative 

education and social care data. The true extent of the deficits in planned hospital care that 

occurred among all vulnerable children and young people throughout the course of the 

pandemic will be much greater than our estimates.    
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