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Water Treaters Can Own
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Core idea: The highest-value potable water problem is building an audit-ready execution system (roles,
tasks, evidence, trend review) that proves the WMP is being done and is working.

Compliance + science: CMS survey guidance points healthcare facilities to ASHRAE- and CDC-aligned water management
documentation (risk assessment, monitoring, control limits, corrective actions). CDC emphasizes multi-factor control:
temperature, disinfectant residual, water age (stagnation), and sediment/biofilm must be managed together.

Opportunity: water treaters can own the workflow and scale it without binder drift.

1) Why potable water is now in your scope

* CMS guidance notes WMP documentation should include risk assessment, testing protocols, acceptable control
ranges, and corrective actions.

* CDC describes an effective WMP as the primary strategy to control Legionella growth/spread in building water
systems.

* Customers increasingly expect an all-hazards premise plumbing posture - and proof via data.

2) Four control levers you can operationalize

CDC identifies sediment/biofilm, temperature, water age, and disinfectant residual as key factors affecting
Legionella growth. Turn them into a repeatable field dataset:

Temperature Residual

Cold vs hot + time-to-temp. Risk rises when systems drift into Incoming vs distal. Loss signals water age, biofilm demand, or
~77-113°F. design/ops issues.

Water age Biofilm

Low-use fixtures, dead ends, seasonal occupancy. Drives The “hidden reactor.” Notes/observations + trends (e.g., HPC
residual decay + temp drift. as general indicator).

3) Verification vs validation (defensibility)

Verify = prove execution. Validate = prove effectiveness. You need both.

* Verify: time-stamped readings, tasks completed, photos/notes, work orders, and who did what (RACI).

* Validate: trend review + targeted testing strategy; adjust control limits/corrective actions based on results.

Bottom line: chemistry is necessary; revenue and risk reduction come from owning the workflow: data, decisions,
documentation.

Educational summary; not legal/engineering advice. © 2026 Thinksky.ai Page 1



Thinksky.ali Potable Water Risk Management - Execution + Documentation

4) One-time remediation vs secondary disinfection: decide with data

Shock disinfection can address an acute event; secondary disinfection is ongoing control. CDC notes no single
measure ensures control, and chemical shock selection should be supported by evidence and expertise.

* One-time: discrete event + restore the four levers and verify stability over time.

* Secondary: persistent/recurring positives, chronic distal residual decay, high water age, or design constraints that
can't be corrected quickly.

5) Residual chemistry: why chloramines come up

EPA notes chloramines (ammonia + chlorine) are used as secondary disinfection because they provide a
longer-lasting residual through pipes. In large buildings, that persistence can help - but it must be paired with
temperature, flow, and biofilm management. CDC emphasizes monitoring efficacy with an all-hazards mindset.

NEPQ-style self-audit (4 questions)

* Could you show one report tying control limits -> readings -> corrective actions -> retests?

* Where do proof artifacts live today - and what breaks when the key tech is out?

* What does one positive result cost in unplanned labor, customer confidence, and margin?

* If readings/evidence were captured in minutes and trend reports auto-built, what would you do with the hours?

6) Thinksky.ai: automate the workflow (without admin headcount)

*  Mobile capture + evidence: consistent field data (temp/residual/pH/time-to-temp, photos, notes).

* RACI + automated tasking: flushing/corrective actions/retests assigned with due dates and required proof.
* Trend + reporting: see drift by area; export an audit-ready narrative: planned -> done -> found -> fixed.

7) Practical 30-day rollout

1 Week 1: digitize schematic + sampling points; set control limits; define RACI.
2 Week 2: deploy checklists + corrective-action triggers.

3 Week 3: begin trend reviews; tune sampling plan; standardize reporting.

4 Week 4: lock verification/validation cadence; deliver first monthly report pack.

Next step: If your potable work depends on spreadsheets and “tribal knowledge,” you're carrying avoidable risk and limiting
growth. Thinksky.ai helps you standardize, automate, and scale WMP execution.
Learn more: thinksky.ai
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