
Lancer Letter #506 More Pandemic Numbers

	 Last week, I shared the community numbers related to the spread of CoVid 19 for the 
period between Thanksgiving and January 3.  This week, I’d like to share what we saw 
specifically among school district staff and students in regard to numbers of cases during the 
same period.

In short, what we saw in the district mimicked the trajectory of cases we saw in the 
community:  they rose steeply until the Targeted Mitigation order went into effect and then 
slowed down.  At the beginning of this week, community numbers decreased for the third week 
in a row since the Targeted Mitigation order.

When we look at the numbers of students or staff who dealt with a CoVid related issue, 
our school district contact tracers dealt with 252 cases.  That’s a pretty significant number.  This 
number included close contacts (who are placed in quarantine), positive cases, and probable 
cases (persons who were a close contact and subsequently showed symptoms and assumed 
positive).

The vast majority of those 252 were people placed in quarantine.  I look at those in 
quarantine in three categories:  those quarantined due to a household contact, that is, someone in 
the home where the student or staff member lives tested positive (62%); those quarantined from 
exposure on a bus (25%); those quarantined as a result of sports (12%); and, those quarantined 
due to close contact in a classroom (2%).  

You can see from our statistics that we have done a good job of limiting any exposure in 
the classrooms.  Of the 252 total cases, 202 were quarantine issues and the majority of those 
because of contact unrelated to school.  

When it comes to probable and positive cases, we have to be attentive to whether they 
were in school during the infectious period.  The infectious period is 48 hours before the onset of 
systems. That’s what makes this so difficult. If a person is quarantined in time after being in 
contact with a positive case, they usually are not anywhere other than home during their 
infectious period.  

In the period we are analyzing, we dealt with 29 probable cases. Twenty six of those were 
never in school during the infectious period and three (3) were.  Nearly half of probable cases 
were with high school students and the elementary and middle school split the other cases.

We dealt with 21 positive cases of whom  8 were in a building.  Among positive students,  
46% were high school students.  Elementary students  made up 38% of the positive cases while 
middle school students represented only 15%.

In our first week back after the holiday, we had 8 probable cases that were not in a 
building and 2 which were.  There were 4 positive cases, all in the high school, and when 
combined with probables prompted a fully online response for two days at just the high school.

Overall, what we are seeing is what has been reported and that is, the virus seems less 
prevalent in persons age 16 and younger.  While they may get infected, the incidence is much 
less than the older population and the symptoms are usually quite mild.  

We are hoping that the post holiday surge in January is not as bad as it was after 
Thanksgiving as the month of December was pretty challenging.  If it is, though, the “General 
McLane Department of Health” will be ready!!


