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           The Kentuckiana legislation is more defined in delegating the Department of Health to undertake the promulgation of regulations that are instrumental in promoting the good health of citizens in Kentuckiana. The statement is more transparent in identifying possible ways of fighting any diseases. Hence, mumps can be considered a danger to citizens' health development in the state. With the fear of the disease affecting individuals and spreading further, it becomes crucial to develop possible incentives focused on creating the right treatment and preventive outcomes. To prevent the spread and effects of mumps across Kentuckiana, it is important to define the disease before using the required strategies.

           First, mumps has complex outbreaks that create challenges for health departments. Their response can also force intensive resource investment. Since 2016, different states have experienced mumps cases (Golwalkar et al., 2018). The cases involve fully vaccinated individuals, a factor that has limited the implication of standard outbreak control measures for vaccine-preventable diseases. Concerning the above, it is important to offer general guidance in responding to mumps outbreaks under the Kentuckiana jurisdiction. 

           Secondly, moving to the legislation associated with the management of mumps, several approaches have to be evaluated. The first approach is about regular investigations of patients suspected of suffering from mumps. The approach is about creating transparency in identifying the number of patients from all age groups having mumps. Identifying such a group creates history on their vaccination status and treatment options. Cases of mumps complications in case of outbreaks should be evaluated (Paul et al., 2017). The second step is about confirming these cases of suspected mumps. Real-data prepares the health department to undertake the required steps to prevent the condition. It also looks at the infectious and non-infectious aspects of mumps. Confirmation means considering lab results regarding the causes of the disease and evaluating etiologies such as the influenza virus, parainfluenza, and herpes. 

The third step is about isolating patients from those who are considered well. Suspected mumps patients should remain in isolated environments for five days after their onset of parotitis despite the lab results pending. The approach occurs until a confirmation is made that their results are negative. Isolating patients is an important approach because it ensures that the health department can deal with the symptoms associated with the conditions. It also avoids any lawsuits associated with the frustration of the spreading virus among citizens. The step is followed by identifying the source of the infection. 

           The process is made possible through case-finding initiatives. It is important to identify the possibility of the patient and how they interact with those around them. The close contact tracing initiative is about identifying the source of infection and understanding the transmission rates in the jurisdiction. The situation is crucial for implementing mumps prevention and controlling measures launched on the management of the disease. The above is made possible by identifying close contacts and groups of individuals who have had close contact with patients suffering from mumps. Public health officials will have to know how the cases are spread in a jurisdiction. The above makes it possible to ensure that the Kentuckiana Health Department can define the type of approaches in managing issues that are instrumental in influencing positive developments in the management of mumps.
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