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21
22 Abstract

23 Background

24 Vashon, WA is a rural community at risk from COVID-19 due to advanced age and limited access to 

25 acute care. Medical Reserve Corps are a national network of 800 volunteer healthcare organizations 

26 that have contributed to the pandemic response in many communities. Here we evaluate the 

27 effectiveness of the Vashon Medical Reserve Corp’s (VMRC) volunteer, community-based COVID-19 

28 response program that integrated public engagement, SARS-CoV2 testing, contact tracing, 

29 vaccination and material support in reducing COVID-19 transmission and severe disease.

30

31 Methods

32 This observational cross-sectional study compares cumulative COVID-19 case, hospitalization and 

33 death rates on Vashon with other King County zip codes and the county at large from February 2020 

34 through November 2021.  We developed multiple linear regression models of COVID-19 rates using 

35 metrics of age, race/ethnicity, wealth and educational attainment across King County zip codes.  

36 Effectiveness of contact tracing was evaluated by timeliness and success of case investigations, and 

37 identification and testing of named contacts. Vaccination effectiveness was estimated by comparing 

38 time to reach vaccination milestones.  We examined vehicle traffic on Vashon ferries and King County 

39 highways to understand whether reduced mobility contributed to Vashon’s reduced COVID-19 rates. 

40

41 Results

42 Vashon’s cumulative COVID-19 case rate was 29% that of King County overall and was lower across 

43 all age groups and races/ethnicities (both p<.01).  A multiple linear regression model showed Vashon 

44 to be a significant outlier among King County zip codes with an observed rate 38% of predicted 

45 (p<.05), the lowest of any King County zip code.  Vashon’s observed COVID-19 hospitalization and 

46 death rates were 22% and 32% of those predicted by parallel regression models.  Hence, Vashon’s 

47 demographics do not explain its reduced COVID rates. Traffic reductions on King County highways 

48 and Vashon ferries were nearly identical throughout the study period suggesting altered mobility 

49 also does not explain Vashon’s low COVID-19 rates.  Effectiveness of VMRC’s COVID-19 response 

50 program was demonstrated by 1) highly effective contact tracing that rapidly interviewed 93% of 
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51 cases and subsequently tested 96% of named contacts, and 2) attainment of vaccination milestones 

52 1-4 months earlier than comparable King County zip codes (p<.01). 

53

54 Conclusion

55 VMRC’s volunteer, COVID-19 response program was associated with significantly fewer COVID-19 

56 cases than predicted from its demographics. VMRC’s contact tracing and vaccination efforts were 

57 highly successful and likely contributed to reduced COVID-19 rates.  The VMRC experience suggests 

58 that a decentralized community-based public health program can be highly effective in implementing 

59 epidemic control strategies when focused on an at-risk community.  We suggest that MRCs can be 

60 particularly effective in extending the reach of county public health departments and should be 

61 included in ongoing pandemic planning. 

62

63 Introduction

64 Vashon WA, an island community of 11,000 people located in unincorporated King County, 

65 near metropolitan Seattle, shares increased health risks from COVID-19 with other rural US 

66 communities- an aging population with attendant comorbidities, no immediate access to acute care 

67 and a Federally Qualified Health Clinic that is under chronic financial stress (1,2).  Vashon’s risk is 

68 compounded by a recent history of significant vaccine hesitancy (3). 

69 Medical Reserve Corps (MRCs) are a network of ~800 volunteer medical organizations 

70 operating under the auspices of the Assistant Secretary for Preparedness and Response, in the U.S. 

71 Department of Health and Human Services, with the goal of strengthening public health, improving 

72 emergency response capabilities, and building community resiliency (4). In March, 2020 as Seattle 

73 became the nation’s first SARS-CoV2 “hotspot’ (5), the Vashon Medical Reserve Corps (VMRC) and 

74 VashonBePrepared, two community-based volunteer emergency preparedness organizations, 

75 established an integrated COVID-19 response program with the specific goal of reducing SARS-CoV2 

76 transmission in the community. This integrated response consisted of regular community 

77 engagement and education, free SARS-CoV2 testing, rapid case investigation/contact tracing, an 

78 aggressive vaccination campaign and material support for effected families.  In this report we 

79 examine the contributions of Vashon’s demography, its COVID-19 response program, and its 

80 geography to its low COVID-19 rates.
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81 Materials and Methods

82 Vashon’s COVID-19 Public Health Response

83 The Vashon COVID-19 response program was comprised of 3 primary efforts- community 

84 engagement, community health and community support and was organized into a typical incident 

85 command structure led by an emergency operations center (Fig S1).  VMRC coordinated with Public 

86 Health- Seattle King County (PHSKC), but operated independently of it.  

87 The primary tool for community engagement tool was twice weekly “situation reports” 

88 published in the local newspaper and emailed in English or Spanish to >3500 residents. VMRC 

89 operated a COVID-19 hotline 50 hours/week to provide public health guidance and schedule SARS-

90 CoV2 tests.  VMRC also advised more than 40 local businesses and schools about COVID-19 controls 

91 or management of outbreaks.  

92 During the study period VMRC collected 5,716 COVID-19 samples at a drive-through site using 

93 supervised patient-collected nasal swab specimens (6) to minimize volunteer exposure and the 

94 amount of personal protective equipment required.   SARS-CoV2 PCR was carried out by a CLIA 

95 approved, CAP accredited laboratory (Atlas, Genomics, Seattle WA).  Results were usually returned 

96 to VMRC within 24 hours and always within 48 hours.  The demographics of VMRC testing closely 

97 mirrored Vashon’s population (S2 Table).  

98 VMRC investigated 214 cases (89% of all Vashon cases) during the study period.  A team of 

99 four physicians delivered positive VMRC test results directly to patients by telephone, always within 

100 24 hours of test completion, and then conducted interviews to identify contacts and provide isolation 

101 and quarantine advice. From Jan-September 2021, PHSKC referred Vashon cases to VMRC for contact 

102 tracing. In July 2021, VMRC’s contact tracing protocol was streamlined to focus on household 

103 contacts who comprised >80% of infected contacts through June 2021.  

104 Working with Vashon’s independent pharmacy, VMRC also delivered 17,013 doses of SARS-

105 CoV2 vaccines, primarily at a drive through site (March-May 2021) and indoor vaccine clinics 

106 (October-November 2021). 

107 During the study period, VashonBePrepared’s COVID Relief Fund distributed $546,000, 

108 primarily to local charities, and was supported by individual charitable donations and FEMA 

109 reimbursement for emergency operations. Details of this effort can be found in S1 Appendix.

110
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111 Data sources and analysis

112 The study period extended from the local epidemic onset in February 2020 through November 2021, 

113 prior to the appearance of King County’s 1st Omicron cases.  Daily COVID-19 cases, hospitalizations, 

114 deaths and test numbers for King County as a whole and by zip code were downloaded from the King 

115 County COVID-19 dashboard (7).   Population data for King County and Vashon are from the April, 

116 2020 US Census.  Zip code level population data are the average of two zip code tabulation area 

117 estimates from the WA Office of Financial Management (8) and Cubit (a commercial data vendor 

118 providing access to US Census information).  The Asset Limited, Income Constrained, and Employed 

119 (ALICE) metric, a measure of the working poor, was obtained from United Way (9).  

120 We computed unadjusted cumulative case rates normalized per 1,000 population for Vashon 

121 and King County by  age and race/ethnicity and compared them by Pearson’s 2 tests.   PHSKC 

122 provided age, race and gender for all Vashon cases where it was known.  Age and gender data for 

123 King County and Vashon COVID-19 cases were essentially complete, but 6% of King County cases and 

124 7% of Vashon cases were missing race and ethnicity.  Black, Native American and Hawaiian/Pacific 

125 Islanders collectively make up less than 1% of the Vashon population and 2% of cases, making 

126 accurate assessment of case rates in these populations difficult and posing a risk to confidentiality.  

127 However, because these groups are at significant risk from COVID, it was nonetheless important to 

128 evaluate the collective risk of these populations. To do this, Vashon’s minority communities were 

129 combined into a single Black/Indigenous American/Pacific Islander (B/IA/PI) demographic for 

130 comparison with King County and other Vashon populations.      

131 To investigate whether Vashon’s low case rate is an outlier in King County, we developed a 

132 multiple linear regression model for cumulative COVID-19 case rates in the 77 King County zip codes 

133 with an estimated population greater than 1,000 and that performed more than 500 tests/K 

134 population during the study period. To construct the model, we considered a variety of age, 

135 race/ethnicity, wealth and educational metrics that might logically be related to COVID-19 case rates. 

136 The metric in each of these four categories with the highest R2 value in a simple linear regression of 

137 COVID-19 rates was then combined into a multiple linear regression model. The 4 metrics employed 

138 are the fraction of: 1) population <30 years of age; 2) population that is White or Asian (which have 

139 similar low COVID-19 rates in King County); 3) adult population with a Bachelor’s degree; and 4) 

140 households below the ALICE threshold (S3 Fig).  We used  multiple linear regression with 
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141 heteroscedacticity-consistent (HC3) robust standard errors (10) because analyses showed modest 

142 deviation from normality and heteroscedacticity (11-13)  (p<0.05).  We calculated 95% prediction 

143 intervals from the multivariable model using robust standard errors of the point prediction for each 

144 observation.  Multiple linear regression models of hospitalization and death rates in King County 

145 were developed using the same variables and statistical methods. 

146 To directly evaluate the effectiveness of VMRC’s COVID-19 response program we examined 

147 the timeliness of VMRC’s vaccination campaign and its case investigation/contact tracing effort. We 

148 compared the number of vaccine doses administered over time in King County and Vashon, 

149 normalized for total population, using a Kolmogorov–Smirnov two-sample test to compare the two 

150 cumulative distributions (14).  We chose this metric because it reflects vaccination of the total at-risk 

151 population and it is independent of changing eligibility requirements during the study period. To 

152 extend this analysis, we similarly compared vaccination of Vashon to the 6 King County zip codes 

153 predicted by the regression model to have the most similar case rates, and the 6 zip codes with the 

154 lowest observed case rates.   We also calculated the time required to reach milestones of 1400-1600 

155 doses/K population, approximating 2 doses for 70-80% of population.  

156 To assess population mobility during the study period, we obtained King County highway and 

157 Vashon ferry traffic data from the Washington State Department of Transportation.  Using 2019 as a 

158 baseline, we compared the fractional quarterly reduction in combined vehicle traffic on Vashon’s 

159 three ferries to the reduction in vehicle counts from 21 King County traffic recorders for which 

160 complete data were available.  To determine the absolute magnitude of mixing between Vashon and 

161 surrounding communities, we also calculated the daily number of round trips to and from Vashon 

162 (drivers plus passengers and foot-traffic) and normalized it for Vashon’s population.

163 The study protocol was reviewed and approved by the Human Subjects Protection Program 

164 at the University of California, San Francisco (#22-36518).  Statistical comparisons were made with 

165 the Stata 17 software package (StataCorp LLC, College Station, TX).  P-values <0.05 were considered 

166 statistically significant for all tests. Data from this study have been submitted to Dryad and are 

167 available without restriction upon publication (15). The manuscript was prepared in accordance with 

168 STROBE guidelines (16). 

169

170
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171 Results

172 Weekly counts of SARS-CoV2 cases/100,000 population for the study period are shown in Fig 1.   As 

173 was the case in much of rural America (17), the pandemic was delayed in reaching Vashon, but 

174 COVID-19 cases surged in November 2020, reaching 95% of the rate in King County as a whole, and 

175 again in October 2021 when Vashon’s rate exceeded the county rate.  More than half of all Vashon’s 

176 cases observed during the study period occurred during these spikes.  However, unlike many other 

177 rural communities and King County as a whole, Vashon’s case rate quickly declined producing a 

178 cumulative rate 71% lower than that of King County overall (22.0 vs 76.8 cases/1K).  

179 Fig 1) Chronology of SARS-CoV2 cases, tests and test positivity rate for King County and Vashon.

180 A) Cases are presented as a rolling 7-day average normalized per 100K population. Vashon incidence 

181 rates approached King County’s during the Beta surge in winter 2020 and exceeded it during the 

182 Delta surge in winter 2021.   B) Tests are presented as a 14-day rolling average. VMRC performed 

183 41% of all Vashon tests but identified 65% of all Vashon cases. * Indicates a 2-week gap in PHSKC test 

184 reporting. C) Despite its low case rate, Vashon’s test positivity rate often approached or exceeded 

185 the King County rate- a result of effective contact tracing. 

186 On average 1.5% of Vashon residents were tested weekly, a rate 73% of the King County rate 

187 (Fig 1B).  Notably, VMRC performed 42% of all tests of Vashon residents, yet identified 65% (157/243) 

188 of Vashon COVID-19 cases.  Vashon’s cumulative 1.8% overall test positivity rate compares favorably 

189 with King County’s 4.5% rate VMRC’s peak test positivity rate exceeded King County’s during local 

190 surges (Fig 1C), likely as a result of VMRC’s contact tracing activities described below.  

191 Because Vashon is older (median age 54 vs 37 years) and less racially diverse (86% vs 64% 

192 white) than King County as a whole, we compared unadjusted cumulative case rates for Vashon and 

193 King County by age and race/ethnicity (Fig 2).  Vashon’s case rates were lower across all age groups 

194 (Fig 2A, p<.01).  Importantly, the greatest difference in case rates were in those older than age 50 for 

195 whom COVID-19 poses the greatest risk (1). Vashon’s cumulative case rate was just 20% that of King 

196 County in this age group (12 vs 61 cases/K).  We calculated an expected case rate for Vashon by 

197 applying King County rates for each age group to Vashon’s age distribution.  The Vashon case rate 

198 predicted from its age demographics is 91% of the observed King County rate. 

199 Fig 2) Unadjusted cumulative COVID-19 case rates by age and race/ethnicity. 
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200 Vashon case rates were lower across all age brackets (panel A, p<.01) and race/ethnicities (panel B, 

201 p<.01). Expected rates for Vashon were calculated by applying King County rates for each group to 

202 the Vashon population. A single rate was calculated for Black, Native American/Alaska Native, and 

203 Pacific/Hawaiian Islanders because these groups collectively represent <1% of the Vashon 

204 population. 

205 We performed a similar analysis for race and ethnicity (Fig 2B).  Vashon case rates were again 

206 lower than King County rates for all groups (p<.01).  When King County case rates were applied to 

207 Vashon’s demography, the predicted Vashon rate is 93% of the King County rate and more than 3 

208 times Vashon’s actual rate.  It is notable that Vashon’s non-white/non-Asian communities, while 

209 protected from COVID-19 compared with King County overall, still had cumulative case rates 2-3 

210 times higher than Vashon’s white and Asian communities just as they did throughout King County 

211 and the nation (7,18,19).  

212 To extend the demographic analysis, we developed a multiple linear regression model of 

213 cumulative COVID-19 rates in King County predicted by age, race/ethnicity, educational attainment 

214 and wealth.  Components of this model are the fractions of: 

215  population age <30 years- the age groups with the highest King County rates; 
216  population that are white or Asian- groups with the lowest King County rates; 
217  adult population with a Bachelor’s degree; and 
218  households meeting ALICE criteria (9)- a measure of the working poor.  

219 Predicted and observed cumulative COVID-19 rates for each zip code are shown in Fig 3, 

220 ranked by predicted value.  Cumulative COVID-19 cases varied by 7-fold across King County zip codes 

221 and the regression model explains 88% of the variation.  Vashon is a significant outlier with an 

222 observed rate 38% of predicted (p<.05) and 35% lower than any other observed rate in King County.  

223 No King County zip code was predicted to have a cumulative case rate as low as Vashon’s observed 

224 rate.  In absolute terms, this translates to 407 fewer observed Vashon cases than predicted from the 

225 demographic model.  

226 Fig 3) Models of Cumulative COVID-19 Rates in King County, WA   

227 Zip code-aggregated metrics of age, race/ethnicity, education and wealth were used to construct  

228 multiple linear regression models of cumulative COVID-19 case rates (A), hospitalizations (B) and 

229 deaths (C).  Closed circles show predicted case rates in rank order and open circles are observed case 
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230 rates.  Vashon is the only zip code with a case rate below the 95% prediction interval. Beta 

231 coefficients, confidence intervals and p-values for independent variables are shown in panel D. 

232 We also modeled cumulative King County hospitalization (Fig 3B) and death rates (Fig 3C). 

233 Hospitalizations closely paralleled the model of cases with a similar adjusted R2 value, -coefficients 

234 in the same relative order, and Vashon’s predicted rate 4.5 times higher than observed (p=.07). 

235 Modeling of death rates showed more scatter with an R2 value of 0.50, in part due to the relatively 

236 small number of deaths in many zip codes.  While not achieving statistical significance, Vashon 

237 predictions translate to 28 fewer hospitalizations and 9 fewer deaths than predicted from Vashon 

238 demographics. Interestingly, educational attainment is the dominant variable in all three models and 

239 the only variable that was significant in each (Fig 3D).  Age was a surprisingly poor predictor of COVID-

240 19 cases, hospitalizations and deaths in King County. 

241 Despite its history of vaccine hesitancy (3), Vashon was vaccinated at a significantly 

242 accelerated pace compared to King County overall (Fig 4, Kolmogorov–Smirnov, p<0.01).  Notably 

243 VMRC administered 75% of all doses delivered to Vashon residents.  Vashon’s advanced median age 

244 meant more of its population was eligible for vaccination, facilitating an early start that allowed the 

245 community to reach 1500 doses/K population (a surrogate for 75% vaccination) 4 months earlier 

246 than King County overall (184 vs 311 days).  Vashon was also vaccinated significantly faster than zip 

247 codes predicted to have similar case counts from the regression model and those with the lowest 

248 cumulative case rates (Fig 4B, p<.01), reaching the 1500 doses/K milestone 140 days and 78 days 

249 faster than zip codes with similar demographics and lowest cases respectively.

250 Fig 4) Vaccine accumulation curves for Vashon and King County over time. 

251 (A) Cumulative vaccine doses administered for Vashon and King County were normalized for total 

252 population. Vashon was vaccinated at an accelerated pace compared with King County (p<.01).  

253 VMRC administered 75% of all doses to Vashon residents during the study period.  (B) Vashon was 

254 also vaccinated faster than the 6 zip codes with the most similar predicted case counts (3 higher and 

255 3 lower) and the 6 zip codes with the lowest cumulative case counts (both p<.01).

256 To understand the relative impact of vaccination on cumulative COVID-19 rates, we repeated 

257 the multiple regression analysis including vaccination rate.  As expected, inclusion of vaccination 

258 rates in the model resulted in an increase in R2 value and decrease in standard error, but the 
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259 predicted value for Vashon COVID-19 cases remained twice the observed value (S4 Fig), suggesting 

260 that vaccination rate only partially explains Vashon’s low COVID-19 rates.  

261 We next examined VMRC’s contact tracing effort. From April 2020 through June 2021 VMRC 

262 conducted case investigation and contact tracing for 106 Vashon cases- 80 tested by VMRC, 17 

263 referred by PHSKC and 9 self-referred (Fig 5).  We were able to interview 97 cases (92% of this cohort) 

264 with an average time from test to interview of 1.7 days.  Case investigation failed in 8 of 17 PHSKC-

265 referred cases, and just 1 case tested by VMRC. In contrast, due to reporting delays and resource 

266 limitations, PHSKC and the WA Department of Public Health attempted case investigation of just 75% 

267 of Vashon cases through early June, 2021.  This cohort could be parsed into 55 index cases and 51 

268 cases among contacts.  All contacts named during VMRC interviews were notified, 94% of contacts 

269 were tested, and 27% of all contacts tested positive.  Notably, 73% of index cases named contacts, 

270 but only 28% of cases among contacts did. This reflects the fact that most secondary or tertiary cases 

271 were in quarantine before testing and as a result had many fewer contacts (0.6 vs 3.5 contacts per 

272 successful interview). 

273 Fig 5) VMRC Case Investigation and Contract Tracing 

274 Cases from April 2020 through June 2021 investigated by VMRC were parsed into 55 index cases and 

275 51 cases among contacts of index, secondary and tertiary cases. The limited number of contacts of 

276 non-index cases reflects success of isolation and quarantine.  Overall, 31% of contacts tested positive 

277 compared with 2% of all Vashon tests.  Summary data for this cohort are under the “Complete CT” 

278 heading. Household contacts had a 48% positive rate and represented 75% of cases among contacts. 

279 Thereafter, a 2nd cohort consisting of 66 index cases focused on household contacts (under 

280 “Households” heading). *45 of 66 Household cohort index cases named contacts, similar to the initial 

281 cohort.

282 In this initial cohort we found that household contacts were more than 3 times more likely to 

283 test positive than non-household contacts (47% vs 13%).  We used this information to prioritize our 

284 efforts during streamlining of the volunteer effort in summer of 2021 as VMRC’s contact tracing 

285 resources became limiting. From July through November, we focused contact tracing on household 

286 contacts while asking individuals to notify potential contacts and have them call VMRC’s hotline for 

287 quarantine advice and testing.  The experience from July-November 2021 was very similar to the 

288 earlier period- VMRC investigated a similar fraction of all Vashon cases and 94% of known cases were 
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289 interviewed (Table 1) with an average test-to-interview time of 1.6 days.  As before, half of cases that 

290 could not be reached for interview (3/6) were referrals from PHSKC.  As expected, the number of 

291 named contacts fell from 2.0 to 1.2 per successful interview, and over 90% of secondary cases were 

292 in household contacts. 

293 Finally, because Vashon’s geography may have contributed to its low COVID-19 case rate by 

294 reducing mobility (20,21), we compared quarterly reductions in vehicle traffic on Vashon ferries and 

295 King County highways (Fig 6).  Vehicle traffic reductions on Vashon ferries and King County highways 

296 were nearly identical throughout the study period (Fig 5B).   Because there is essentially no through-

297 traffic on Vashon, we used Vashon ferry passenger data to estimate the absolute size of the 

298 population making a daily roundtrip to or from Vashon.  While there is no direct comparator for King 

299 County overall, the reduction in passenger traffic to and from Vashon mirrored the overall reduction 

300 in vehicle traffic across the study period (Fig 5B).  Moreover, a population equivalent to 20-35% of 

301 Vashon’s population made a daily roundtrip to or from Vashon during the study period, with a mean 

302 of 27% (Fig 5B).  Travel to and from Vashon appears to have provided ample opportunity for local 

303 seeding of COVID-19 as evidenced by the occurrence of Vashon cases in 19 of the 21 months of study.

304 Fig 6) Comparison of pandemic-related mobility in King County and Vashon

305 A) Map of permanent traffic recorders (red stars) in King County.  The three Vashon ferries are 

306 shown as black lines from the north and south ends of Vashon. B) Quarterly vehicle traffic for King 

307 County and Vashon expressed as the fractional reduction from the same quarter of 2019.  

308 Reductions are very similar (p=.93). C) Reduction in daily roundtrip passenger travel to and from 

309 Vashon, normalized for population. Open bars are 2019 data and black bars represent the study 

310 period. Horizontal lines show averages for 2019 and the study period. Map created with Google 

311 Maps.  

312

313 Discussion

314 COVID-19 poses particular risk to rural populations due to an aging population with attendant co-

315 morbitidies and limited access to acute care.  Recognizing this risk, VMRC and VashonBePrepared 

316 implemented an integrated community-based program of public engagement, testing, contact 

317 tracing, vaccination and community support that was associated with a 62% reduction in cumulative 

318 COVID-19 cases compared to that predicted from a multivariable linear regression model of COVID-
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319 19 in King County, WA.  Vashon hospitalizations and deaths were also reduced although these 

320 changes did not reach statistical significance. While Vashon’s number of deaths and hospitalizations 

321 are small, Vashon ranked in the top quartile of King County zip codes for both case fatality rate (1.7%) 

322 and death rate among those hospitalized for COVID-19 (50%), suggesting that the primary benefit of 

323 the Vashon COVID-19 response program was reducing COVID-19 transmission. 

324 VMRC’s contact tracing and vaccination programs were particularly effective elements of 

325 Vashon’s COVID-19 response.  VMRC contact tracing compares very favorably with published US data 

326 with respect to speed of case investigation, successful interview rate and contacts notified/tested 

327 (22-24).  PHSKC did well by national standards (25), but did not attempt to contact 12% of King 

328 County cases due to reporting delays and was successful in 80% of attempted interviews, for an 

329 overall successful interview rate of 70%. In contrast, VMRC successfully interviewed 93% of all cases 

330 reported to it. Vashon conducted interviews in half the time required by PHSKC (25), primarily 

331 because test results were directly accessible to the contact tracing team rather than reported to a 

332 centralized state-wide system requiring subsequent referral to the county.  VMRC delivered test 

333 results by telephone rather than email or text, so case investigation could begin immediately.  

334 Vashon residents were also much more likely to identify contacts than residents of large 

335 metropolitan areas, we speculate because of outreach efforts emphasized the importance of 

336 identification and appropriately-timed testing of close contacts.  

337 Despite its history of vaccine hesitancy (3), VMRC working with a local pharmacy was able to 

338 rapidly vaccinate the community reaching 1500 doses/K (a proxy for 75% completion of the primary 

339 vaccine series) 127 days earlier than King County as a whole and 145 days sooner than zip codes with 

340 similar demography.  Collectively, our findings do not diminish the effectiveness of PHSKC, but rather 

341 suggest that a more decentralized effort can be particularly effective when targeted on rural or other 

342 at-risk rural communities. 

343 Our study has limitations. First, the regression model presented was developed to fit local 

344 data with the specific goal of understanding whether or not Vashon is a statistical outlier.  As such, 

345 it may not be generalizable to other areas.  Second, we can’t separate the contribution of the several 

346 elements of Vashon’s COVID-19 response program to its overall success. While our data show that 

347 SARS-CoV2 testing, contact tracing and vaccination were highly effective, integration of COVID-19 

348 response elements is important (26), and we managed that by providing Vashon residents with “one-
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349 stop shopping” for COVID-19 concerns. Further, trust is an essential component of successful 

350 pandemic responses both globally and locally (27,28) and was likely engendered through VMRC’s 

351 public engagement and material support.  Third, because Vashon is an island, we cannot completely 

352 exclude geographic isolation as a protective factor.  Traffic data suggest that is not the case, but may 

353 be an imperfect proxy for mobility.  Geography likely did contribute to a sense of community that 

354 facilitated the Vashon community’s acceptance of COVID-19 control efforts. 

355 Finally, it is not clear whether the VMRC program can be translated to other communities. 

356 VMRC clearly benefitted from pre-existing organizational expertise as well as a committed base of 

357 registered emergency workers with a broad range of professional experience. Many communities 

358 will lack this expertise.  However, if provided with appropriate planning, protocols and tools, we 

359 believe most communities could carry out this program, especially with the support of a local clinic 

360 and their public health department.  Indeed, elements of our program were successfully exported 

361 and implemented in several rural and tribal Pacific northwest communities.  

362 The activities we describe here are just one example of the under-appreciated effort from 

363 the nation’s 800 MRC units, most of which contributed in substantial ways to their local pandemic 

364 response. We believe that MRCs can be particularly effective at extending the reach of county public 

365 health departments because they are community-based. Expanding the number of MRCs and 

366 strengthening their connections with public health departments should be an essential element of 

367 ongoing pandemic planning. 

368
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486 Supporting Information Captions

487
488 S1 Fig: Structure of the Vashon COVID-19 response program

489 VashonBePrepared.org is a 501c3 organization that houses Vashon MRC and the Community 

490 Emergency Response Team for administrative and legal purposes. Following emergency activation 

491 by Vashon Fire & Rescue, the Vashon COVID-19 response assumed a typical incident command 

492 structure with operational control by an Emergency Operations Center.  

493 The Emergency Operations Center is staffed by volunteers from each of the 3 participating 

494 organizations. VashonBePrepared took primary responsibility for community engagement and 

495 material support; the MRC had primary responsibility for the health-related activities and the 

496 Community Emergency Response Team had responsibility for logistics. 

497 VashonBePrepared raised more than $400,000 for its COVID-19 Relief Fund from hundreds 

498 of donors. Because some costs were reimbursed through CARES Act and FEMA funding, the Relief 

499 Fund was ultimately able to distribute $546,000 in 4 areas: health, food security, housing security, 

500 and economic recovery. The testing and contact tracing effort that is the main thrust of this paper 

501 had a monthly cost of $1,200 as tests were largely paid by patient insurance. Uninsured patient tests 

502 were covered by the CARES Act or the COVID-19 Relief Fund.  

503 The Relief Fund supported food security through the funding of the Vashon Maury 

504 Community Food Bank, the Vashon Senior Center and the Vashon Island School District Nutrition 

505 program, resulting in the distribution of more than 25,000 meals and 4,300 bags of groceries. 

506 VashonBePrepared, working with the local Chamber of Commerce, provided economic relief by 

507 helping 400 residents with applications for unemployment and other state or county benefits.  The 

508 Relief Fund also provided emergency rent relief and other support to over 400 families needing 

509 assistance.  Vashon’s Hispanic community received specific attention from these relief efforts.  
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511 Demographics & Testing for COVID-19: Vashon and King County, WA

Age 
VMRC     
Tests

Vashon 
Population

King County
Population

0-9 7.1% 7.0% 11.0%
10-19 11.5% 10.2% 11.2%
20-29 10.2% 7.4% 15.1%
30-39 13.4% 8.4% 17.6%
40-49 15.5% 11.7% 13.6%
50-59 17.6% 15.9% 12.3%
60-69 14.2% 21.6% 10.2%
70+ 10.6% 17.9% 9.0%
Total tests or population 3,566 11,095 2,269,675
Race/Ethnicity  
White 85.4% 84.1% 54.2%
Hispanic 5.3% 5.7% 10.7%
Multi-racial 5.0% 7.2% 7.4%
Asian 2.5% 2.0% 19.8%
Black 1.1% 0.7% 6.5%
Hawaiian, Pacific Islander 0.5% 0.1% 0.9%
Native Amer/ AK Native 0.2% 0.2% 0.5%
Total tests or population 3,240 11,095 2,269,675

512 S2 Table: VMRC testing, Vashon and King County demographics   Vashon and King County total 

513 populations are from the 2020 US Census, and age and race/ethnicity compositions are from the 

514 2019 American Community Survey estimate.  Forty percent of the Vashon population is over age 60- 

515 twice the fraction in King County overall. VMRC testing was skewed toward younger age groups.  

516 VMRC tests were roughly reflective of Vashon’s racial/ethnic makeup, with slight under-sampling of 

517 the Hispanic community and over-sampling of the Black and Hawaiian/Pacific Islander communities. 

518

519

520 S2 Fig: Components of the multiple linear regression model for cases   

521  Ordinary least squares linear regression of COVID-19 cases was carried out against several logical 

522 variables of age, race/ethnicity, educational attainment and wealth that might be associated with 

523 cumulative COVID-19 rates. Those with the highest R2 value are above. Multiple age groupings were 

524 evaluated and while none performed well, age <30 had the highest R2 value for cases (above) as well 

525 as hospitalizations and deaths (not shown). Total population, population density, and testing rate 

526 were also considered for inclusion in the model, but were not correlated with cumulative COVID-19 

527 rates in King County.
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528

529 S3 Fig) Regression model of King County cumulative COVID-19 cases including vaccination rates

530 Inclusion of vaccine doses administered/K population improves the R2 value and standard error of 

531 regression analysis carried out as in Fig 3.  Vashon’s predicted rank improves from 32 to 21 and while 

532 it is no longer a statistical outlier, its predicted rate remains twice its observed rate. 

533

534
535
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