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CSTE Legionella WMP Subgroup Notes and Action Items	
	#
	Topic
	Items

	1.
	Welcome from CSTE and 
Introductions
	· Rachael Singer, from CSTE, welcomed WMP subgroup members and introduced Hutton Health Consulting. 
· Brad Hutton and Roger Sokol from Hutton Health Consulting provided their brief backgrounds and experience related to Legionella as it relates to this project.
· Subgroup members were asked to introduce themselves providing their affiliation, background, experience with Legionella and any experience with WMPs. 
· Subgroup members have wide ranging experience with both Legionella and WMPs.
· Following Subgroup member introductions, Brad Hutton, went through  a review of suggested “meeting norms” such as the use of the raise hand function in Zoom to speak, making use of Chat to ask questions and the use of mute and camera functions, to help facilitate the subgroups meeting time together.


	2.
	Legionella WMP Evaluation Framework 
	· Brad Hutton provided an overview of the Project Milestones and Timeline for the project.
· February-March includes the preparation of a literature review on Legionella WMPs, which is currently in a draft form and under review, this kick-off call and the development of an Evaluation Framework outline.
· March-April includes the development of a draft framework with feedback from the subgroup, through at least two subsequent meetings with the subgroups, to produce a finalized WMP evaluation framework.
· May would be looking for two jurisdictions to pilot the WMP evaluation framework and based on the results of the pilot revise the framework as necessary through another call with the Subgroup.
· June the Framework would be presented at the CSTE Annual Conference in Salt Lake City for final feedback from membership. In addition a webinar will also be developed to assist in the subsequent implementation of the Framework.
· A Doodle Poll will be issued to find times for subsequent meetings.


	3.
	Literature Review
	· Roger Sokol provided an overview of the literature review. 
· It should provide a starting point for the development of a framework for evaluating a WMP.
· Focuses on peer reviewed literature since the issuance of the ASHRAE 188 standard that has evaluated the implementation of WMPs.
· Provided an outline of the literature review structure.
· Key sections include a review of literature that examined the composition of WMP team member, what WMPs looked at as being key chemical and physical parameters to measure and the routine measurement of Legionella within premise plumbing as part of a WMP.
· In addition to the cited literature there will be a list of general references on the topic of WMPs that could be useful resources to the subgroup.
· Once final, the literature review will be provided to the subgroup for review and thoughts and suggestions.

	4.
	Framework Outline
	· Four discussions questions were provided for discussion to the subgroup
· Question 1 Are there key/important elements of the WMPs?
Discussion:
· Facility information that is correct and updated regularly is important.
· Team member composition.
· Both a good written and flow chart description of the water system in the facility that should contain sampling locations.
· Description of how both the hot and cold-water systems are maintained
· A table listing where and what types of samples are collected within the facility.
· Description of how a facility deals with water interruption events.
· Need to document and inventory the water devices within the facility
· Verification and validation of the WMP. 
· Acknowledge that the WMP should be reviewed at least on an annual basis.
· Inclusion of how sampling results will be interpreted.

·  Question 2 Should any criteria be weighted or given more or less influence?
Discussion:
· Need to comply with the ASHRAE 188 standard.
· A weighted evaluation/scoring makes sense.
· Emphasis on the sampling plan within the scoring.
· NY has a scoring template that can be shared with the subgroup.
· The schematic of the water system should be an important and critical component. Needs to be specific for their facility.
· Validation, corrective action and control measures/monitoring are extremely important and should be included.
· A description of how sampling results will be interpreted and acted upon should be included.
· WMP team makeup is also important, especially for health care facilities .
· Should also identify if there are outside contractors who are part of the team.
· Team makeup should be nuanced based on the type and size of facility.
· For the WMP team, enough information should be included in the WMP so that members implementing the program know who to contact for what and how.
· The WMP should cover all water fixtures associated with a facility including cooling towers, hot tubs, pools, etc.
· WMP evaluations should also look different for high risk devices (e.g. cooling towers, hot tubs etc.).
· Should there be a separate section for nebulizers.

· Question 3 How should we address different settings for buildings in the evaluation of WMPs (e.g., healthcare facilities vs. community settings)?
Discussion:
· For healthcare facilities clinical surveillance should be incorporated
· For non healthcare facilities the same core elements should be included in the WMP.
· CDC Toolkit specified that the Team should be different for a health care facility.
· Even though not required large buildings such as hotels have the same risks as a healthcare facility.
· For non healthcare facility some recognition of responding to a case of legionellosis.
· Question 4 What role should proactive environmental sampling play in WMPs?
· A couple additional comments regarding this topic.
· Routine testing should be part of validation.
· Need to be able to evaluate facilities that develop a WMP but decline to include routine testing in their plan.


	5.
	Summary and Next Steps
	· Good group with various backgrounds expertise in both the healthcare and community setting.
· Members with experience working with ASHRAE 188 and the CDC Toolkit.
· Will be working on a Evaluation Framework outline.
· Will send the literature review in the following days/week followed by the Framework outline for comment.
· A Doodle Poll will be sent for our next call.
· Meeting notes for this call will be provided.
· Meeting adjourned a few minutes after 4:00.



Action Items
[From last meetings, until closed]
	#
	Activities/Deliverables
	Action Item/Responsible
	Due Date

	1. 
	Scoring Template Example
	· NY to share a copy of their scoring template for WMPs
	Sent 2/24/23

	2. 
	Literature Review
	· Literature review to be sent in the coming days 
	Pending

	3. 
	Evaluation Framework Outline
	· Using input from todays call, an WMP evaluation framework outline is being developed and will be shared with the Subgroup
	Pending

	4. 
	Next Meeting
	· A Doodle Poll will be sent to the subgroup to schedule our next meeting
	Pending





