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Abstract

Prisons have been hotspots for COVID-19 and likely an important driver of racial disparity in disease
burden. From the first COVID-19 case detected through March 25, 2022, 66,684 of 196,652 residents of
California’s state prison system were infected, most of them in two large winter waves of outbreaks that
reached all 35 of the state prisons. We used individual-level data on disease timing and nightly room
assignments in these prisons to reconstruct locations and pathways of transmission statistically, and from that
estimated reproduction numbers, locations of unobserved infection events, and the subsequent magnitude
and distribution of long COVID prevalence. Where earlier work has recommended smaller cells over large
dormitory housing to reduce transmission, recommended use of cells with solid doors over those with bars
only, and cautioned against reliance on solid doors (e.g., in cold months when HVAC systems can circulate
aerosols), we found evidence of substantial transmission in both dorms and cells regardless of the door
and season. Effective reproduction numbers were found to range largely between 0 and 5, in both cells
and dorms of all door types. Our estimates of excess case rates suggest that as a result of disparities in
incarceration, prison outbreaks contributed to disproportionate disease burden on Black and Indigenous
people in California. We estimated that 9,100–11,000 people have developed long COVID as a result of
infection in these prison outbreaks, 1,700–2,000 of them with disabling consequences, and that this burden
is disproportionately on Black and Indigenous people in comparison to the state as a whole. We urge high-
quality medical care for prison residents affected by long COVID, and decarceration to reduce the risk of
future outbreaks of both COVID-19 and other diseases.

1. Introduction

The SARS-CoV-2 virus spreads readily in con-
gregate settings, from nursing homes (Times, 2022;
Krupar and Sadural, 2022; Solis et al., 2020) and
crowded workspaces (Times, 2022) to places of wor-
ship (James et al., 2020; Katelaris et al.; Henry,
2020) and schools (Manica et al., 2023; Tseng et al.,
2023; Times, 2022). Prisons and jails have housed
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many of the largest outbreaks (Wurcel et al., 2020;
Saloner et al., 2020; Kinner et al., 2020; Dutheil
et al., 2020; Solis et al., 2020; Times, 2022; Brad-
shaw, 2021; Hummer, 2020; Denney and Valdez, 2021;
Duarte et al., 2022), and have been a focus of partic-
ular concern about pandemic control, because of the
risks of both transmission within correctional facili-
ties and exportation of infection to outside commu-
nities (Reinhart and Chen, 2020, 2021b,a; Jones and
Tulloch, 2020; Barnert et al., 2020; Sims et al., 2021;
Murphy, 2021; Towers et al., 2022; Wallace et al.,
2021; Lofgren et al., 2022; Flagg and Neff, 2020).
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This article presents an analysis of SARS-CoV-2
transmission in California’s state prison system from
its emergence through March 25, 2022, at the level
of individual residents and buildings within each of
the 35 institutions (prisons) that were operated by
the California Department of Corrections and Reha-
bilitation (CDCR) during this period. We used the
locations of each resident each night, by room, build-
ing, and institution, together with dated SARS-CoV-
2 test results and symptom reports, to estimate where
and when transmission events occurred, and between
which individuals, in order to differentiate more and
less likely sites and dates of transmission.

We used this reconstruction to investigate a clus-
ter of related questions. We investigated differences
in transmission rates between dormitory and cell set-
tings, and between locations with and without solid
doors, and seasonal differences in transmission rates
in these different types of rooms; we constructed a
detailed look at the times and locations of disease
transmission and the types of rooms involved; and
we projected the times and locations of transmis-
sion forward in an estimate of overall rates of long
COVID due to infection in CDCR institutions, its
distribution over times and locations, and the distri-
bution of both acute and long COVID disease over
race/ethnicity and gender. We use these results to
discuss implications for ongoing prevention and re-
sponse to future epidemics, for assessment of the im-
pacts of past management measures, and for care for
individuals experiencing ongoing effects of past in-
fection.

In reconstructing transmission rates, we specifi-
cally estimated daily effective reproduction numbers
per day and building in each institution. Repro-
duction numbers, conventionally referred to by the
letter R, are a key indicator of the spread of an infec-
tious disease in a population, describing the number
of new cases who acquire the virus from a given in-
fected person. Sustained spread of a disease requires
a sufficient number of cases’ reproduction numbers
to be greater than one, in order to produce an over-
all steady or increasing number of cases. The mag-
nitude of a reproduction number provides an indi-
cation of the effectiveness of possible interventions,
such as physical distancing, masking, vaccination,
ventilation, and air filtration: for example if repro-
duction numbers are between one and two, inter-

ventions that prevent half of all transmission events
should be able to bring the outbreak to a stop. A
daily or instantaneous effective reproduction number
is a description of the changing state of an outbreak
in the form of an estimate of the average reproduc-
tion number at one moment in time. It expresses
how many cases a given case would cause if the cur-
rent conditions were to persist unchanged through-
out the entire infectious period of that case. Note ef-
fective reproduction numbers are distinguished from
basic reproduction numbers, conventionally labelled
R0, which refer to the number of cases produced by
a case in a population that has not previously been
exposed, while an effective reproduction number de-
scribes the number of cases caused by a case in the
population as it is, at a specific time.

In this analysis of California prisons, effective re-
production numbers can be used as a description of
the rate of spread of SARS-CoV-2 on a given day
in a given building. Here we present a comparison
of estimated effective reproduction numbers by date
across different types of housing, given by classify-
ing rooms as dormitories and cells, and their doors
as solid and porous.

The differences between locations within a prison
with respect to facilitating or preventing SARS-CoV-
2 transmission are of particular interest, and in order
to analyze difference between locations in this set-
ting it is necessary to take care with timing. Because
case detection can occur at a delay from infection,
and residents have often been moved from location
to location during an outbreak for quarantine and
isolation purposes, an individual can be housed in a
different location when a positive test occurs from
the location where they were infected. For this rea-
son we have ensured that our analysis accounts for
the timing of transmission events in the days be-
fore detection of any case, to reconstruct the time
and location of the actual transmission event pre-
ceding each positive test. We used published data
on the timing of sensitivity of RT-PCR and anti-
gen tests for SARS-CoV-2, together with the daily
movements of residents recorded by CDCR and the
timing of their test results and symptom reports, to
pinpoint as accurately as possible the true times and
places of transmission. This information was used
in the construction of effective reproduction num-
bers for each day in each building, accounting for
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movements and likely delays between transmission
and case detection, so that differences in reproduc-
tion numbers and incidence between locations can
be assessed.

Because of long-standing disparities in incarcer-
ation, correctional institutions have been an impor-
tant source of racial inequity in disease burden. Black
and Indigenous people are severely overrepresented
in incarcerated populations (Alexander, 2020; Schlesinger,
2008; Wang, 2021; Nowotny et al., 2021; Schlesinger,
2022), and the California system is no exception
(Klein et al., 2023; Hayes et al., 2022). The racial
composition of the CDCR prisons is reflected in the
racial composition of their COVID-19 cases (Chin
et al., 2021; Kwan et al., 2022), and the racial dis-
tribution of the long-term burden of post-acute dis-
ease in the system is therefore a concern as well. For
this reason we attended carefully to the racial/ethnic
distribution of both the COVID-19 infections in the
system and the estimated long COVID cases result-
ing from those infections. We approached the ques-
tion in two ways: first, by analyzing associations be-
tween per capita infection rates and race/ethnicity
while controlling also for gender, age, and location;
and second, by combining prison infection rates with
an estimate of California rates to estimate excess
case rates attributable to state prison outbreaks by
race/ethnicity. The latter estimate is used to discuss
the impact of prison transmission on the burdens of
SARS-CoV-2 infection and long COVID in the state.
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2. Methods

2.1. Terminology

The California Department of Corrections and
Rehabilitation (CDCR, formerly California Depart-
ment of Corrections) refers to the prisons it operates
as institutions. The buildings of each institution are
grouped into facilities, informally known in some
cases as yards, with multiple buildings per facility
and often multiple facilities per institution. The
people incarcerated in these institutions are referred
to as residents. The names and standard abbrevi-
ations for the 35 institutions active during the pe-
riod studied1 are listed in Table L.1 (Supplement L).
Health care in CDCR institutions is managed by a
division within CDCR known as “California Correc-
tional Health Care Services (CCHCS).”

2.2. Data

Data provided by CDCR recorded the room lo-
cations of individual prison residents in each institu-
tion’s multiple buildings on each day, and the type of
room in which they were housed, from Jan. 1, 2020
through March 25, 2022. For all SARS-CoV-2 cases,
it also included dates of symptom onset where avail-
able, as well as dates and results of all RT-PCR and
antigen tests administered to residents at all CDCR
institutions. Only deidentified data were made avail-
able for analysis.

1Deuel Vocational Institution (DVI) was closed in 2021,
and California Correctional Center (CCC) was closed in 2023.
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While the locations of prison residents at the in-
stitution level were identified by institution names,
buildings, rooms, and facilities within institutions
were identified only by anonymized numbers. We re-
port results by building using these numerical IDs.
A classification of room types was provided. We
combined several types of cells and dorms into cat-
egories Cell and Dorm. The types Room, Closed

Ward, and Other were rare and were combined into
the classification Uncategorized.

A classification of rooms by solid versus perme-
able barred doors was compiled by UCSF and Berke-
ley researchers from information provided by CCHCS.
We used it to construct a combined “room type”
for each room consisting of one of the above types,
Cell, Dorm, and Uncategorized, together with a
door type, Open, Closed, and Uncategorized.

Individual demographic characteristics recorded
included birth year, “phenotypic sex” and race. Race
was recorded using a system of nine classifications,
of which eight were used in the population analyzed
(the Unknown category was not present). We col-
lapsed the variable to six levels by combining the
categories Mexican, Hispanic, and Cuban into a sin-
gle Latinx group, for comparability to California
data and to avoid possible deductive disclosure when
group sizes are small.

The sex variable was not used as is, but was
interpreted together with location to impute gen-
der, as follows. The institutions are segregated into
women’s and men’s facilities, and the majority value
of the sex variable in each building matched this clas-
sification. California’s State Senate Bill 132 (SB 132),
effective January 1, 2021, requires CDCR to house
prison residents according to their self-identified gen-
der by request (The Moss Group, Inc., 2022), and a
number of residents are housed in facilities that do
not match their recorded sex. We labeled anyone for
whom the sex variable matched the building’s major-
ity at all times as cisgender man or cisgender woman
(CM, CW), and all others as transgender, nonbi-
nary, or intersex (TGNBI). Due to the small group
size and lack of explicit gender listings, we did not
attempt to distinguish between transgender women,
transgender men, and others labelled TGNBI. Be-
cause SB 132 was not in effect in 2020, because
many requests for transfer under SB 132 have report-
edly been unfulfilled (Sosa, 2023), and because some

may not request housing reassignment, it is likely
that these imputed genders are incomplete in some
cases, and that the TGNBI category here represents
a subset of transgender, gender-nonconforming, non-
binary, and intersex residents. We include this gen-
der variable to gain a view into the effects of gender
on disease risk.

2.3. Total case counts

Following CDCR’s reporting policy (California
Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation, n.d.a),
we considered a positive test result after 90 or more
days without positive test results to indicate a new
case, which may have been a reinfection of a previ-
ously infected individual. We compiled the number
of positive and negative tests administered by day,
new cases detected by day, and seven-day average
of cases detected by day in each institution, and in
each building.

We used SARS-CoV-2 test results by date to
identify distinct outbreaks at each institution, using
the California Department of Public Health’s def-
inition as a collection of case detections separated
by fourteen or fewer days (California Department
of Public Health, n.d.). Cases were considered to
be detected on the date of their first positive test.
We aggregated the number and sizes of outbreaks at
each institution.

2.4. Transmission reconstruction

We conducted a computational process of Bayesian
estimation to estimate incidence dates and effective
reproduction numbers for SARS-CoV-2 transmission
for each individual and building of the CDCR insti-
tutions on each day. Figure 1 offers an outline of key
steps, and see Supplement A for more details.

We used CDCR’s data set to provide dates and
results of all RT-PCR and antigen tests administered
to residents at all CDCR institutions, dates of onset
of symptoms reported for residents, and daily loca-
tions of residents at the institution, building, and
room levels.

We estimated the likelihood that each resident
was infected on a particular day by combining sev-
eral sources of information. Established estimates
of the performance of RT-PCR and antigen tests for
the virus were used to combine all positive and nega-
tive test results recorded for an individual, together
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with reported symptom onset dates where available,
to construct a probabilistic estimate of date of in-
fection and duration of incubation period for each
infected individual. Because symptom onset dates
were reported to contain inaccuracies due to record-
keeping difficulties experienced during outbreaks, we
used a relatively vague prior distribution for symp-
tom onset dates compared to test results (see Sup-
plement A for details). This allowed us to estimate
how likely each resident was to have been infected
on each day, and how likely they were to transmit
the virus to others on each day, based only on their
individual test and symptom history.

We then used these estimates together with res-
idents’ daily locations to estimate how likely trans-
mission between individual pairs of residents was to
occur on each day. From this we generated an up-
dated estimate of each case’s incidence date and of
how many cases were infected by each infected resi-
dent each day, and from that effective reproduction
numbers (R) by building by day, and the number
of cases infected in each building each day. This
estimation process operated on all cases in an insti-
tution together, and was applied to each institution
in the CDCR system, generating daily building-level
estimates of R for all outbreaks in all institutions in
the time period studied.

These estimates accounted for the daily move-
ments of residents between buildings, and provided
a description of the dynamically changing conditions
in each building by day as individuals become in-
fected, recover, and shift locations. Because these
estimates took into account where individuals were
day by day when they were likely to have been in-
fected, where they were when they were likely to be
infectious, and which individuals were in proximity
and infectious on days when each other individual
at the institution may have become infected, they
provided an estimate of which locations within an
institution were likely to have been sites of transmis-
sion each day. Because reproduction numbers can be
understood to reflect local conditions conducive to
spread of the disease, these estimates could be used
to evaluate the relative safety of different settings.To
examine the difference between location of residents
at infection and their location at case detection, we
compared the number of case detections of individu-
als housed in each room to the number of incidence

events attributed to that room by the estimate, us-
ing a linear regression with intercept of zero, with
room type as an exposure variable.

After generating the above described estimates
for each institution in the CDCR system, we com-
bined them to provide a summary of estimates across
the system of prisons. We visualized the distribution
of R values pertaining to infectious individuals by in-
stitution and in each building. We compared R val-
ues stratified by room and door type, to investigate
the hypotheses that cells reduced transmission com-
pared to dorms and that solid doors reduced trans-
mission compared to permeable ones.

In the Results section below we present sum-
maries of the results over the 35 institutions of the
CDCR system. In Supplement I, we present the re-
sults from each institution in detail, in one panel of
figures for each CDCR institution. Supplement J
presents one panel for each room type, showing the
estimated overall incidence and reproduction num-
ber by day in each institution, over all rooms of the
given type only. Supplement A documents the esti-
mation methods in detail.

2.5. Distribution of cases

Adjusted per capita infection risk is relevant to
comparing infection rates between groups in the prison
population, to infer whether some groups faced higher
infection risk than others in the outbreaks that oc-
curred. Previous analyses of some of these outbreaks
have shown that per capita the risk of infection was
distributed relatively evenly across racial/ethnic groups,
without the disproportionately high rates among Black,
Latino, and Indigenous people that were documented
in community transmission in 2020–21 (Chin et al.,
2021; Kwan et al., 2022). We performed a similar
analysis on the series of outbreaks considered here.

First, we compiled as summary statistics the num-
ber of infection events by race/ethnicity and gender.
Second, along with the above statistics, we analyzed
associations between gender, race/ethnicity, and the
interaction of the two and infection risk, to inves-
tigate whether different populations were exposed
to different risk in the prisons without comparison
to the state. Using our reconstruction of incidence
dates and locations, we summarized estimated inci-
dence by person and day into number of infection
events during each person’s stay in each building
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0 10 20 30
Day

C. Estimation of infectious date probabilities
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D. Estimation of transmission link likelihoods E. Total probability of a case's source sums to one

F. Total of links to secondary cases estimates R

Figure 1: Key steps in the estimation model, which builds on the work of Wallinga and Teunis (2004). (A.) Data collected
by CDCR provides dates of positive and negative SARS-CoV-2 tests administered on individuals (who are identified by
anonymized ID numbers), and in some cases (not shown here) reported dates of onset of symptoms. All case histories shown in
this figure are fictional. (B.) For each individual, a probability is estimated for each potential date of infection based on the
probabilities of negative and positive test results and symptom onset at different times during infection. Here, the probability
is nonzero on days before the first positive test, and drops off before the earlier negative tests, because the probability of a false
negative result declines as the time from infection date to test date increases. (C.) Along with the infection dates, a probability
distribution is estimated for dates the individual was infectious, by estimating probabilities for the time from infection to
transmission and using the above estimate for dates of infection. Specifically, if the individual was to be exposed to susceptible
individuals at a constant rate, and one transmission event occurred, this estimates the probability for the day of transmission.
(D.) A likelihood is estimated for all possible transmission links between all pairs of individuals: the likelihood is higher if
the first person’s infectious period and the second person’s infection date are more likely to coincide. (Not shown: likelihood
of transmission is also higher on days when individuals were housed in the same room or building; likelihood is assigned to
dates of transmission as well as pairs of individuals.) (E.) Probabilities for all possible transmission links are estimated
from the likelihoods by scaling to reflect that each case has one source. (F.) Reproduction numbers are estimated by the
expected number of cases infected by each person, based on the above transmission link probabilities. (Not shown: estimation
of link probabilities, reproduction numbers, and incidence by date. See appendix for details.)

6

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 23, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.14.24319022doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.14.24319022
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


where they were housed. Each person’s duration of
stay in each building was counted in years and frac-
tions of years. We performed a mixed-effects Poisson
regression analysis of the incidence against gender,
race/ethnicity, the interaction of gender and race/
ethnicity, age (in age classes under 23, 23–35, 35–50,
and over 50), and duration of stay, with location at
the building level as a random intercept. We tested
multiple null hypotheses: one for each level of the
gender and race/ethnicity variables, of no difference
from the population-wide rate of infection, and one
for each level of the gender-race/ethnicity interac-
tion, of no difference from the infection rate pre-
dicted by gender and race/ethnicity independently,
with Bonferroni-Holm adjustment for multiple com-
parisons (see Supplement B for details).

2.6. Estimation of excess cases

While the above analysis addresses differences in
disease risk given the populations and conditions
that existed during these outbreaks, at the same
time, such analysis of individual-level risk does not
fully describe the burdens and impact of the disease
spread in the prisons. The impact of prison out-
breaks on the state can be framed as a question of
what would be different in the state in their absence.
The answer to such a question can only be inferred
and estimated. Here we approach it as modelers by
way of two counterfactual scenarios.

First, we compiled the raw number of CDCR
cases by race/ethnicity in the time period studied,
and we note that this statistic provides a very basic
counterfactual comparison, namely the number of
cases that would not have occurred if every prison
resident were imprisoned as they were but COVID-
19 transmission into prisons had been prevented.

Second, we additionally constructed an age- and
race/ethnicity-adjusted estimate of the number of
excess cases in state prison outbreaks compared to
community rates of infection, to assess how the oc-
currence of these prison outbreaks affected the over-
all number and distribution of cases in the state.
This allows a comparison of the impact of these out-
breaks to what the disease burden might have been
in a counterfactual scenario in which all the residents
affected had been in the community and infected at
community rates. This second estimate was con-
ducted as follows.

We calculated the cumulative incidence rate by
day in each institution from new case detections rel-
ative to population size on March 20, 2020, the first
day a case was detected in a CDCR prison. We used
this reference population size because it was the size
before any adjustments to release and intake rates
made in response to outbreaks.

Comparison of overall case counts between the
CDCR system and the state of California required
an estimate of the true number of cases, since case
ascertainment rates may have been very different in
the two settings. Testing rates in the CDCR sys-
tem were relatively high: from March 2020 to Oc-
tober 2021 94% of all residents were tested, and
residents who were tested were tested an average
of 16 times (Kwan et al., 2022), while testing in
California was likely much less frequent. Rather
than compare counts of confirmed cases directly, we
used an estimate of the state’s true number of cases
published by the Institute for Health Metrics and
Evaluation’s (IHME) estimate of incidence (Insti-
tute for Health Metrics and Evaluation, 2022; IHME
COVID-19 Forecasting Team, 2021). We adjusted
the California estimate by removing incarcerated peo-
ple from the total infections and population, to esti-
mate community incidence rates in the state exclud-
ing carceral institutions. CDCR resident numbers
were drawn from the CDCR data described above,
while numbers from federal prisons, county jails, and
ICE facilities were obtained from UCLA’s COVID
Behind Bars project (UCLA Law COVID Behind
Bars Data Project, n.d.; Dolovich and Littman, 2020)
and adjusted using a broad span of values for the
unknown case ascertainment rate (see Supplement D
for details). By comparing this estimate to the cases
detected within the CDCR system, we obtained a
conservative estimate of the excess incidence in the
CDCR system. Since the case ascertainment rate
in the prisons is likely very high, though not per-
fect, the estimated excess cases can be used as a low
estimate of the true excess cases.

We split the time period studied into three waves:
the early outbreaks, the winter of 2020–21, and the
subsequent outbreaks, which were predominantly the
winter 2021–22 outbreaks. We compared the overall
incidence in each wave between the CDCR system
and the state, as a fraction of total population. In
waves in which the CDCR incidence rate exceeded
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California’s, we estimated the number of excess cases
by race/ethnicity by comparing CDCR incidence to
what it would have been at California rates, by race/
ethnicity and age. The estimation of excess cases
was conducted as follows.

The count of case detections during the relevant
period in California by race/ethnicity was downloaded
from California Health and Human Services’s Open
Data Portal (California Health and Human Services
Open Data Portal, 2023). The ascertainment rate
for the state was estimated by the ratio of IHME-
estimated total infections to total case detections.
True infections and incidence rates in infections per
person-year, by race/ethnicity, were then estimated
from the ascertainment rate, case detections by race/
ethnicity, and population sizes by race/ethnicity. Age-
specific incidence rates by race/ethnicity were esti-
mated from the above using known odds ratios for
infection by age (Talaei et al., 2022) and California
age distributions stratified by race/ethnicity. Cali-
fornia’s “Two or more races” counts were counted as
“Other” for these estimates.

A counterfactual estimate of the number of CDCR
residents who would have been infected at California
rates, by race/ethnicity, was generated from the to-
tal person-years spent in CDCR institutions by race/
ethnicity and age using the above incidence rates.
From that an estimate of excess cases in the CDCR
system by race/ethnicity was derived by subtraction,
and the rate of excess CDCR cases relative to Cali-
fornia population by division. This sequence of steps
is detailed and illustrated in Supplement D.

2.7. Long COVID model

While there is much uncertainty about the na-
ture and impact of post-acute effects of SARS-CoV-
2 infection, estimates of their prevalence and du-
ration are available (e.g. Davis et al., 2023). We
used results from several studies to estimate the epi-
demiology of long COVID and resulting disability
among the known cases in the CDCR resident pop-
ulation. We obtained a baseline rate of long COVID
occurrence given infection from a Dutch study (Bal-
lering et al., 2022), age-specific rates from a U.S.
study (FAIR Health, 2022), rates by gender and
race/ethnicity from the U.S. CDC (CDC, 2023), pro-
tection due to vaccination from U.S. and U.K. stud-
ies Al-Aly et al. (2022); Ayoubkhani et al. (2022), an

estimated rate of recovery from long COVID from a
French study (Tran et al., 2022), and a conservative
estimate of disability resulting from long COVID
from U.K. data (Ayoubkhani et al., 2021; Spiers,
2022) (see Supplement C for details). We constructed
a probabilistic model of long COVID prevalence and
disability due to long COVID using age, gender,
race/ethnicity, vaccination status, and estimated in-
fection dates of resident cases (Supplement C). Lo-
cation data was used to aggregate prevalence by in-
stitution by day.

The effects of race/ethnicity and gender are those
observed in community settings; it is not clear whether
they may reflect social phenomena such as access
to health care, or proximately physical phenomena
such as pre-existing comorbidities. Because insti-
tutional factors such as access to health care may
not occur in the same way in the prison setting, we
modeled long COVID prevalence in two ways: first,
assuming the effects of race/ethnicity and gender
are as reported in community cases (“more strat-
ified” long COVID model, hereafter), and second,
assuming those effects do not exist in the prison set-
ting (“less stratified”). The true distribution of long
COVID in this setting may lie between these two
extremes.

We conservatively took the proportion of long
COVID cases that lead to disability at 19% (Ay-
oubkhani et al., 2021; Spiers, 2022), and used this
proportion to produce an estimate of the number of
disabling long COVID cases by location, age, race/
ethnicity, and gender. Because this estimate was
based on the estimate of long COVID prevalence,
it also had more and less stratified versions. Be-
cause our estimate of the proportion of long COVID
cases that lead to disability was not stratified, we
did not estimate the racial/ethnic distribution of dis-
abling long COVID cases separately from that of
long COVID overall.

To compare, we used the same model to estimate
the prevalence of long COVID and of disability from
long COVID in California over the same time period,
in total and by race.

2.8. Data sharing

Our data sharing agreement with CDCR and CCHCS
does not permit publication of the raw source data.
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Data requests may be made to the California Cor-
rectional Health Care Services and are subject to
controlled access, due to requirements to enhance
protection of this vulnerable incarcerated popula-
tion. Source code used in the analysis is available
on request from the corresponding author.

3. Results

3.1. Summary statistics

The first positive SARS-CoV-2 test was admin-
istered on March 20, 2020 at the California State
Prison in Los Angeles County (LAC). Between then
and March 25, 2022, 196,652 individuals were incar-
cerated in CDCR facilities (Table 1). By the end of
that time, 66,684, or 33.9% of them, had tested pos-
itive for SARS-CoV-2 while incarcerated in a CDCR
facility.

Counting reinfections, 73,386 cases were detected
through March 25, 2022, for an average of 1.10 in-
fections per ever-infected resident. By the 15th of
October 2020, 15,499 cases were detected, involving
33 of the 35 CDCR institutions. Between that date
and the end of March 2021 a much more intense wave
of outbreaks swept the system, causing 34,189 cases
among residents and involving all 35 institutions. A
third wave in the winter of 2021–2022 brought an
additional 23,698 cases, again including all 35 insti-
tutions. As of March 25, 2022, CDCR reported 253
residents had died as a result of COVID-19 infection
(California Department of Corrections and Rehabil-
itation, n.d.b).

The largest number of cases detected on a sin-
gle day at an institution was 494 cases, at Pleas-
ant Valley State Prison (PVSP) on Nov. 30, 2020.
The seven-day average of cases detected per day ex-
ceeded 100 on four occasions, at San Quentin (SQ)
in June 2020 (March 20, 2020 population 4,013),
Chuckawalla Valley State Prison (CVSP) in May
2020 (2,958), California Men’s Colony (CMC) in Jan-
uary 2021 (3,836), and Wasco State Prison (WSP)
in January 2022 (4,564) (Figures E.1, E.2, Supple-
ment E).

There were 174 outbreaks of size 3 or greater
(Figure E.2, Supplement E), including every insti-
tution. 79 of them exceeded 100 cases, and 27 ex-
ceeded 1000 cases. 20 of the 35 institutions had out-
breaks extending to 1/3 or more of their March 20,

2020 population, and 32 of the institutions had more
than one outbreak exceeding 100 cases.

3.2. Transmission estimates

We performed a probabilistic reconstruction of
the timing and location of individuals’ infection events
and infectious periods, and used it to estimate ef-
fective reproduction numbers by individual for each
day, which were then aggregated at the building and
institution levels.

As mentioned, this fine-grained analysis was mo-
tivated by the need to account for movement of in-
dividuals between the times of infection and detec-
tion, in order to distinguish the effects of different
locations and room types on transmission. Because
residents were often moved into quarantine and iso-
lation, and sometimes moved for preventative pur-
poses, as outbreaks spread, case detections could
potentially occur in different locations from where
transmission occurred. Our estimation reconstructs
the time of each individuals’ infection as a distribu-
tion of possible dates preceding the time of their first
positive test, at which times they may have been lo-
cated elsewhere from when they were tested.

In the period from March 20, 2020, to March
25, 2022, residents’ bed locations were moved from
room to room within an institution 803,482 times
and across institution boundaries 197,163 times (see
Supplement G for details).

We examined the effect of movement and trans-
fer on the apparent location of disease transmission
events, we compared the number of cases detected
by a positive test while housed in a room to the
number of cases infected in the room, as estimated
by our reconstruction of transmission dynamics. A
linear regression with intercept of zero by room type
indicated that infection events tended to exceed de-
tection events in dorm rooms regardless of door type,
and the opposite in cells regardless of door type
(Supplement G). This may be due to infected res-
idents being moved from dorm settings to smaller
cells as a control measure, before detection. As a
consequence, if the difference between place of in-
fection and place of detection were not accounted
for, reproduction numbers would tend to be overesti-
mated in cells and underestimated in dorms; we have
accounted for this effect by using infection dates.
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Residents Person-Years Infected Residents
(N=196,652) (N=206,904) (N=66,684)

Age
<23 11,567 (5.9%) 4,364 (2.1%) 3,378 (5.1%)
23–35 82,046 (42%) 73,062 (35%) 24,085 (36%)
35–50 65,775 (33%) 74,672 (36%) 22,769 (34%)
>50 37,264 (19%) 54,805 (26%) 16,452 (25%)

Race/Ethnicity
Amer. Ind./Alaska Native 2,306 (1.2%) 2,485 (1.2%) 866 (1.3%)
Asian/Pac. Isl. 2,909 (1.5%) 2,849 (1.4%) 941 (1.4%)
Black 51,796 (26%) 59,620 (29%) 17,096 (26%)
Latinx 88,485 (45%) 92,583 (45%) 30,468 (46%)
White 44,189 (22%) 40,975 (20%) 14,568 (22%)
Other 6,967 (3.5%) 8,393 (4.1%) 2,745 (4.1%)

Gender
Cisgender Man 185,248 (94%) 198,572 (96%) 63,845 (96%)
Cisgender Woman 10,910 (5.5%) 7,422 (3.6%) 2,365 (3.5%)
TGNBI 494 (0.25%) 911 (0.44%) 474 (0.71%)

Table 1: Descriptive statistics of prison residents, person-years, and residents infected (cases) during the study period,
stratified by age, race/ethnicity, and gender (TGNBI=transgender, nonbinary, or intersex). “Infected residents” denotes the
number of distinct individuals who became infected (note that elsewhere we use the term “Cases” for each infection event of a
person, who may be infected multiple times). Ages are estimated from individuals’ birth years as follows: for total and cases,
ages are calculated as of March 20, 2020, assuming a birthday of July 1; for person-years ages are calculated as of each day the
person is resident in the system, assuming a birthday of July 1.
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We estimated daily effective reproduction num-
bers by building in each of the CDCR’s prisons,
across the date range May 1, 2020 to March 19, 2021.
This procedure also yielded daily probabilistic esti-
mates of the number of cases infected each day (in-
cidence) by building. These results are visualized in
Figures I.1–I.35, in the Supplement, presenting the
estimated incidence and daily R values by day and
building in each institution.

We summarized average estimated reproduction
numbers by day in the 35 CDCR institutions, pro-
viding a look at the overall course of the pandemic
in the prisons (Figure 2). Outbreaks are charac-
terized by reproduction numbers greater than one
(red, yellow, and green in the figure) as the outbreak
spreads, followed by reproduction numbers dropping
below one when the outbreak reaches its peak and
begins to shrink (blue in the figure). Thus the peak
of each outbreak occurs around the time when the
color shifts from red to blue at an institution, read-
ing from left to right in the figure. R values in the
range 1–4 are widespread, with a small number of
peaks around 5. The plot shows all days on which
estimated total infectiousness profile was at least 0.5
(see Supplement A.1 for details).

Estimates of R were then summarized by the
room type where each infectious individual was housed.
The distribution of estimated R values across all in-
fectious individuals in the CDCR system in the time
span modeled displayed some difference between room
types (Figure 2). Notably, the R values seen in
celled housing were not systematically lower than
those in dorm housing, a notable result given that
celled housing had once been assumed safer and less
conducive to transmission than dorms. Secondly,
the median R was actually higher for individuals in
cells with solid doors than those in cells with perme-
able doors, a notable result given the risks associ-
ated with cells with bars for doors like those at San
Quentin.

To assess the seasonality of transmission in cells
and dorms, we aggregated the inferred true incidence
events over room types and seasons (Figure 3). All
types of cells and dorms hosted significant numbers
of transmission events in spring and summer as well
as during the systemwide waves of outbreaks in fall
and winter. In particular, hundreds of cases were
infected in dorm rooms with solid doors in spring

and summer months, implying that disuse of cold-
weather heating systems does not make the use of
these rooms an effective protection against transmis-
sion. A chart of seasonal transmission events by in-
stitution (Figure J.3C, Supplement J) identifies 8
institutions where over 100 cases were infected in
closed cells over a spring and summer: CIM, CIW,
CMC, COR, ISP, CCI, and CTF in 2020 and SOL
in 2021. The average estimated R in closed cells ex-
ceeded one during spring-summer outbreaks at CIW,
CMC, COR, CCI, CTF, and SOL (Figure J.3B, Sup-
plement J).

3.3. Distribution of cases

The raw rate of SARS-CoV-2 infection events
per person-year among prison residents was in the
range 0.3–0.4 events per person-year for cisgender
men, varying by race/ethnicity, while it was in the
higher range 0.4–0.5 for cisgender women, and much
higher at 0.8–1.0 for TGNBI residents (Figure F.2,
Supplement F). There appeared to be some varia-
tion between intersectional combinations of gender
and race/ethnicity beyond the rates associated with
either separately.

Poisson regression analysis for interaction between
race/ethnicity and gender, with corrections for clus-
tering by building and for multiple comparisons, found
the infection rates in all three gender classifications
to be significantly different from the whole-population
rate (Figure F.3, Supplement F). After age adjust-
ment and inclusion of a random effect for each build-
ing, the rate was found to be highest for cisgender
women, higher than average for TGNBI people, and
lower than average for cisgender men. The rate for
Black people was significantly lower than average,
and for categories White and Other was significantly
higher than average. Significant differences were
found in two intersectional groups: a higher rate in
Latinx cisgender men than predicted by their gender
and race independently, and lower in American In-
dian or Alaska Native cisgender men than predicted.

3.4. Excess cases

While the waves of cases within the prisons gen-
erally co-occurred with surges of COVID cases in
California as a whole, the incidence rates were sub-
stantially higher inside the prisons than in the state
in many institutions during the first wave, and in
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Figure 2: (A) Daily weighted average of estimated R values by institution. Detailed plots of daily R by building within
each institution are included in the supplement. (B) Distribution of estimated R values by room type. Heavy lines mark
the median value and 95% central interval.
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Figure 3: (A) Estimated total incidence by room type in each season, (B) Total person-years per room type.
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most during the second wave (Figure 4A,C). While
the third wave of prison outbreaks in Winter 2021–
2022 was large, it was exceeded by the massive surge
in California cases at that time, when the Omicron
variant emerged.

The state of California was 4.1% Black in 2021,
and 0.2% was American Indian or Alaskan Native.
The CDCR resident population, on the other hand,
was 28.4% Black as of March 20, 2020 and 1.2%
American Indian or Alaskan Native. Reflecting the
makeup of the incarcerated population, a larger frac-
tion of the COVID-19 cases in the CDCR system
were Black and Indigenous people than in the state
(Figure 4B): 25.6% of CDCR resident COVID-19
cases were Black, while 5.4% of cases in Califor-
nia were, and people classified as American Indian
or Alaskan Native made up 1.3% of its cases, while
comprising 0.4% of the state’s cases.

To validate this comparison, since differences in
testing rates could bias these estimates, we com-
pared testing rates in the CDCR system and in the
state by race/ethnicity over the same time period. In
the CDCR system, Black, American Indian/Alaska
Native, and white residents were tested 13.6, 13.8,
and 14.0 times per person-year on average, respec-
tively. Statewide, Black Californians were tested at
1.15 times the rate of white Californians, while the
rate for the American Indian classification was 0.83
the white rate. Thus no undercount of Black cases
in the state relative to CDCR is indicated, and while
Indigenous cases may have been relatively under-
counted due to testing coverage in California, the
difference is not sufficient to explain the factor of
over 3 difference in percentage between the 0.4% of
statewide cases and 1.3% of CDCR resident cases
who were American Indian or Alaska Native.

We used the IHME estimate of the true count
of COVID-19 cases in the state together with test-
ing rates by race/ethnicity and age-specific incidence
rates to estimate community rates of infection in the
state stratified by race/ethnicity and age, and used
that to estimate the number of CDCR residents who
would have been infected during the first two waves
of transmission if they were not incarcerated. This
counterfactual count was 18,000 (95% CI: 15,800–
20,300) cases, while the true number of CDCR cases
detected during that time was 49,688. As a result,
we estimated that 31,700 (95% CI: 29,400–33,900)

COVID-19 cases in excess of the counterfactual num-
ber occurred in CDCR outbreaks, at an overall rate
of 6.23 (95% CI: 6.21–6.24) excess cases per 10,000
California residents. The excess case rate was far
higher for Black prison residents than any others, at
37.3 (95% CI: 32.6–42.0) Black cases per 10,000, fol-
lowed by 30.3 (95% CI: 22.1–38.4) American Indian
and Alaska Native cases per 10,000, with the excess
case rate for all other populations falling below 7 per
10,000 (Figure 4D).

3.5. Long COVID

Of the 66,684 CDCR residents reported infected
with SARS-CoV-2 during the time period studied,
our model estimated a total of 10,600 (95% CI: 10,400–
10,800) (more stratified; 9,240 (9,060–9,410) by less
stratified model) ever having long COVID symp-
toms, and 2,010 (95% CI: 1,970–2,050) (resp. 1,760
(1,720–1,790)) ever having disabling long COVID
symptoms. The estimated prevalence of long COVID
peaked at around 5,600 (resp. 4,900) in early 2021,
gradually declined by a fraction, and returned to
about its peak level at the end of the period studied
in January 2022 (Figure 5A). The estimated preva-
lence of disability from long COVID followed the
same pattern, peaking near 1,100 (resp. 930) and
remaining near its peak level (Figure 5B).

The estimated racial/ethnic composition of long
COVID epidemiology in the prisons reflected the
composition of the COVID-19 case burden (Figure 5C).
As with acute COVID-19, Black people make up a
much higher proportion of the estimated long COVID
cases in the prisons than of the California popu-
lation, at 24.1% (95% CI: 23.3%–25%) of the resi-
dents with long COVID in the more stratified model
and 25.4% (24.5%–26.2%) in the less stratified one,
in comparison to 5.5% (5.45%–5.56%) of estimated
long COVID cases in California; 4.1% of Califor-
nia’s population is Black. Similarly, CDCR resi-
dents identified as American Indian or Alaskan Na-
tive make up 1.71% (95% CI: 1.49%–1.93%) of es-
timated long COVID cases under the more strati-
fied model and 1.32% (95% CI: 1.13%–1.51%) un-
der the less stratified one, while the American In-
dian or Alaska Native population makes up 0.432%
(0.416%–0.447%) of estimated long COVID cases in
California, and 0.2% of California’s population. See
Supplement H for more detail.
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Figure 4: (A) Cumulative incidence rate of COVID-19 infections in each CDCR institution (gray), in CDCR overall
(black), and in California (black, dashed, with 95% confidence interval), using IHME estimate of true incidence in California
(including incarcerated populations). Vertical lines separate three “waves” of transmission. Excess cases in the CDCR system
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4. Discussion

We have presented statistics and visualizations
documenting the spread of COVID-19 in three waves
of outbreaks in the California state prison system
(CDCR) from the emergence of the pandemic through
March 25, 2022, an estimate of the excess cases caused
by the CDCR outbreaks, estimates of true incidence
and effective reproduction numbers at all CDCR in-
stitutions and in the different types of rooms used,
and an estimate of the extent and distribution of
long COVID and consequent disabling symptoms re-
sulting from these outbreaks.

This study has several limitations. Our inference
of R and incidence used CDCR’s reported individual
testing and symptom report data to identify cases,
with the consequence that any infections that were
not identified by positive tests or symptom report-
ing were not included. As a result, daily incidence
and overall case numbers may have been underesti-
mated (to the same degree as in any other reporting
of CDCR’s case counts, including the CDCR pub-
lic COVID dashboard). While reproduction number
estimates are likely to be relatively robust to under-
counting of cases at a consistent rate through time,
since the ratio of new cases to existing cases is robust
to that difference, if there were changes in the pro-
portion of cases detected through time, or changes
in the time from infection to detection, reproduction
numbers may have been biased by those differences.
There may have been an increase in case detection
over time due to limited availability of testing early
in the pandemic, which could cause an upward bias
in R estimates; however, if the change was gradual,
the impact on R estimation was likely minimal as the
typical generation time from infection of one case to
infection of secondary cases is only a week or less
(e.g. Ferretti et al., 2020). For further discussion of
these limitations see Supplement K. Transmission
links may have been influenced by patterns not cap-
tured by the location and movement data used here,
such as staff movements and resident work assign-
ments. The estimation of excess cases, accounting
for age and race/ethnicity, does not account for co-
morbidities, gender differences, or higher resolution,
place-based matching to where counterfactually de-
carcerated individuals are likely to live, ability to
shelter in place given employment, vaccination cov-

erage, and other variables. Estimates of the extent
and distribution of long COVID and its impacts are
necessarily incomplete and more will be revealed as
time passes.

Our estimates of average effective reproduction
numbers over the infective population at an institu-
tion during this period up to January 2022 fell in the
range between 0 and 5 (see for example Figure 2), in
contrast to some early estimates of higher reproduc-
tion numbers in congregate settings (e.g. 8.44 in a
jail (95% CI: 5.0–13.13) (Puglisi et al., 2020), up to
11.2 in a cruise ship (Mizumoto and Chowell, 2020)).
While not reaching such extreme values, our esti-
mates of effective reproduction numbers here did in
some cases exceed many estimates of basic repro-
duction numbers in community transmission of the
early dominant strains of SARS-CoV-2 (for exam-
ple, 2.87 (95% CI, 2.39–3.44) (Billah et al., 2020)).
We note that basic reproduction numbers (R0, the
number of new cases generated by a case in the first
moments of an outbreak before any individuals have
lost susceptibility or control measures have begun)
tend to be higher than effective reproduction num-
bers, and of course the extent and duration of com-
munity transmission attest to the danger posed by
reproduction numbers in the range found there. We
note also that because of smoothing induced by un-
certainty in timing of transmission events (see Sup-
plement K for details on this point) as well as av-
eraging over rooms and individuals, our methods
may have underestimated the upper extremes of true
R values. The CDCR dataset used here is a rich
one and would likely afford valuable further research
into associations between reproduction numbers and
time, control efforts, acquired immunity, duration of
outbreaks, and other variables.

When transmission was widely thought to be droplet-
based and physical distancing was one of the main
interventions in use, early evidence suggested that
housing incarcerated people in small cells can re-
duce transmission compared to dormitory housing
(Hagan, 2020). In San Quentin, however, nearly
all cases were housed in cells, but cells with bars
and perforated metal for doors that opened onto a
shared airspace that was not well-ventilated, sug-
gesting that the benefits of cells can be undermined
by the lack of a door to block airflow. Then, in mid-
October 2020, large outbreaks appeared in multiple
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institutions in cells with solid walls and doors. In
a visit to the Substance Abuse Treatment Facility
(SATF) in Corcoran, one such institution, scientists
observed that heating, ventilation, and air condition-
ing (HVAC) systems that are used in the fall and
winter for heating were using filters that were not
adequate to remove infected aerosols from the air
when circulating air between cells, were delivering
lower air exchange rates than the minimum recom-
mended for infection control, and were inoperative
in some cells (Sklar et al., 2023; Sears et al., 2021;
Kwan et al., 2022). Because of the seasonal use of
these heating systems, it remained unclear whether
cells with solid walls and doors might be an effec-
tive tool for disease control in spring and summer
months.

We found reproduction numbers well above the
threshold of one in all types of housing, both celled
and dormitory. Reproduction numbers do not ap-
pear to be overall reduced in celled housing com-
pared to dorms, a meaningful finding given that cells
have been thought to have some protective benefit
due to the smaller room size. Further, we found that
substantial numbers of residents of cells with solid
doors were infected, not only in fall and winter when
transmission can be ascribed to circulation of infec-
tious aerosols by heating systems, but also during
spring and summer months.

The control methods used to protect the resi-
dents of these crowded, unsafe buildings clearly failed.
In the absence of evidence to the contrary, and given
the nature of congregate settings and high trans-
missibility of the virus, we assess that any measures
short of decarceration of overcrowded prisons are un-
likely to be effective at preventing extensive disease
spread during a ubiquitous airborne pandemic.

Age- and location-adjusted analysis of the asso-
ciations of incidence with race/ethnicity and gen-
der found substantial and significant effects of both
race/ethnicity and gender as well as their interac-
tion, with infection rates high among cisgender women
and TGNBI residents overall, low among Black res-
idents and high among white residents and those of
“other” races overall, and higher in Latinx cisgen-
der men and lower in Indigenous cisgender men than
predicted by their race/ethnicity and gender taken
independently. These results call for further study
to understand and treat their causes.

Public health writing on racial disparities often
references Ruth Wilson Gilmore’s formulation that
racism, as an ongoing social institution, “is the state-
sanctioned or extralegal production and exploita-
tion of group-differentiated vulnerability to prema-
ture death.” While it has general application, this
definition comes from Gilmore’s historical analysis
of the growth and overfilling of the California state
prison system (Gilmore, 2007). Both incarceration
and health disparities are important cases of insti-
tutional racism by this definition.

SARS-CoV-2 infection rates in 2020 and winter
2020–21 were higher per capita in California’s prison
system than in the rest of the state, producing an
excess of cases compared to the numbers that would
have occurred if all prison residents had been in the
communities. Because of the extreme racial imbal-
ance in incarceration, the excess case burden from
these prison outbreaks is much higher on Black and
Indigenous people than on others.

We estimate that on the order of five to six thou-
sand residents in the CDCR system are likely to
be affected by long-term effects of COVID-19 con-
tracted during the period studied, hundreds of them
with disabling impacts, and many of them with on-
going effects for years to come. The burden of long
COVID and resulting disability is estimated to be in
excess of community rates, and to fall disproportion-
ately on Black and Indigenous residents, in the same
way as with acute infections. We conclude that in
the presence of the prisons’ COVID-19 outbreaks a
larger proportion of the statewide burdens of illness,
disability, and potential death fell on Black and In-
digenous people than if those outbreaks had been
smaller or had not occurred.

It follows that the spread of the SARS-CoV-2
virus in the prisons has itself emerged as a new
manifestation of institutional racism in California,
as the pandemic, together with the legal and man-
agement decisions that led to the large CDCR out-
breaks of 2020–22, resulted in group-differentiated
exposure to death and disability. The lasting im-
pact of these outbreaks embodied by the hundreds of
Black and Indigenous Californians living with long
COVID symptoms as a result of these outbreaks,
many with ongoing disability as a result, is a second,
ongoing, new manifestation of institutional racism.
A similar dynamic is likely to have occurred in other
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states and countries.
While the similarly large wave of prison outbreaks

in winter 2021–22 did not exceed the very high in-
cidence rates caused by the Omicron surge in the
community, this fact does not diminish or negate
the impact of the previous waves. The continuing
transmission of the disease both in the prisons and
in the community is still causing harm, and the harm
done by earlier outbreaks is ongoing.

While our estimates of excess cases serve to iden-
tify sharp disparities in comparison to community
rates of COVID-19 infection, which can be expected
to exist in associated long COVID cases as well,
we want to note that the comparison to commu-
nity rates can obscure disparities that exist in the
community setting as well as in the carceral one. In
this case, Latinx residents make up a very large per-
centage of the imprisoned population, as well as in
the state, and a large proportion of cases are Latinx
in both populations. In fact, the rate of infection
of Latinx people in California has been exception-
ally high (see Supplement D). Given the overrepre-
sentation of Latinx residents in the prisons—45%
of the study population, versus 40% of the state
population—it is reasonable to think that if Latinx
infection rates in the state had been proportionate
to the rest of the state, then the excess rate due to
prison transmission would likely have been dispro-
portionately high for Latinx as well as Black and
Indigenous residents.

Between 1990 and 2009, CDCR was found in
multiple court rulings to be providing inadequate
medical care, inadequate medical screening of in-
coming prison residents, and untimely response to
medical emergencies, as a result of overcrowding and
underprovision of medical services. The U.S. Supreme
Court upheld these rulings in 2011, found CDCR
to be in violation of the Eighth Amendment to the
U.S. Constitution, which prohibits cruel and unusual
punishment, and ordered the population to be re-
duced (560 U.S. 493, 2011; Aviram, 2022). In 2020,
as a result of the first San Quentin outbreak, the
prison’s management was again found in violation
of the Eighth Amendment, in “the worst epidemio-
logical disaster in California correctional history,” by
failing to heed recommendations to reduce crowding
by decarcerating a portion of the population (270
Cal. Reptr. 3d. 140, 2020; McCoy et al., 2020; Avi-

ram, 2022). While the later ruling awaits appeal,
holding incarcerated individuals in crowded build-
ings with inadequate protections and care while a
deadly disease spreads from room to room continues
to be cruel and unusual, and will be cruel and wrong
even if it becomes usual.

While COVID-19 outbreaks in California state
prisons have become fewer since early 2022, they
have continued (California Department of Correc-
tions and Rehabilitation, n.d.a). Further outbreaks
are likely, both of COVID-19, with possible loss of
effectiveness of vaccination and natural immunity
(Miller et al., 2023; Lewnard et al., 2023), and of
other diseases, both old and new (Park et al., 2021),
potentially aggravated by the immune system dam-
age associated with long COVID (Davis et al., 2023;
Turner et al., 2023).

We urge comprehensive medical care for all those
suffering from ongoing effects of COVID-19 in the
prisons, and decarceration to improve prevention of
future outbreaks of the disease and of others that
may emerge.
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