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Does this proposed consequence have sufficient Admissible Evidence, Applicable Authority, and

Established Standing to become reality NOW?

This publication is an independent TA14 teaching and architectural discussion. It is not sponsored, approved, certified or endorsed by

Airthings. It establishes no live integration, site-specific radon finding, regulatory approval or mitigation recommendation.
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EXECUTIVE ORIENTATION

What the reader will learn

Environmental sensing, trustworthy records, decision authority and verified results are related but distinct. A sensor

can reveal a condition. A history of measurements can support a claim. Neither, on its own, grants permission to

change a building or affect its occupants.

Airthings for Business was reported in the September 22, 2026 exchange as describing an environmental evidence

layer, including historical data, time-series API access and an hourly radon API value. The consuming external

system, not that evidence layer, handles decision logic, authorization and action execution. This account is based

on the TA14 showroom narrative; the original correspondence is not independently authenticated here.

How to read this reference

• The nine illustrations are conceptual teaching figures, not device evidence or official Airthings product graphics.

• Each lesson has a teaching illustration and a separate practitioner explanation, with a different exercise and

answer.

• The worked scenario is hypothetical and does not prescribe a radon action threshold or treatment method.

• A record of action is not proof of improved health or reduced exposure.

Central distinction: Observed is not inferred. Inferred is not authorized. Authorized is not yet verified.

Document map

Lessons 00-08; case-study decision record; four consequence branches; claims and source matrix; implementation

checklist; references and independence notice.
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TEACHING FIGURE 00

Opening: detection is not permission

Every value, trend, person, screen and decision shown is illustrative. It is not an actual Airthings measurement, approved operational

response, or production integration.
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PRACTITIONER LESSON 00

Read the boundary, not just the diagram

Technical explanation

A building sensor observes a condition, but a proposed intervention is a new claim. A responsible decision must

identify exactly what is to change, who will be affected, and what evidence could justify that change.

Explain it to a 13-year-old

The sensor tells us something about the air. It does not tell us who can authorize a contractor, restrict a room,

change ventilation, or declare a problem solved.

Pressure-test question

Imagine an alert appears at 9:00 a.m. A building operator wants to change controls immediately. What

must be stated before the governance question can even be answered?

Reasoned answer

Specify the proposed action, the building and zone, intended outcome, affected people, timing, and responsible

authority. A general alert is not a bounded proposal.

Evidence discipline

Write down what was directly observed, what was inferred, what consequence was proposed, who could authorize

it, and what later observation would establish an outcome. Keep those statements separate.
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TEACHING FIGURE 01

Six signals, one environmental chronology

Every value, trend, person, screen and decision shown is illustrative. It is not an actual Airthings measurement, approved operational

response, or production integration.
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PRACTITIONER LESSON 01

Read the boundary, not just the diagram

Technical explanation

Radon, CO2, humidity, temperature, pressure and light provide different kinds of context. Their readings are not

interchangeable. Location, sampling interval, placement, calibration status and uncertainty shape the claims each

can support.

Explain it to a 13-year-old

A room may have several sensors, but six numbers do not add up to a medical diagnosis. Different measurements

answer different questions.

Pressure-test question

A room has a radon trend and a CO2 trend. May the CO2 trend be treated as a direct radon exposure

measurement?

Reasoned answer

No. CO2 may help characterize occupancy or ventilation context, but it cannot substitute for radon evidence.

Evidence discipline

Write down what was directly observed, what was inferred, what consequence was proposed, who could authorize

it, and what later observation would establish an outcome. Keep those statements separate.
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TEACHING FIGURE 02

From measurement to admissible evidence

Every value, trend, person, screen and decision shown is illustrative. It is not an actual Airthings measurement, approved operational

response, or production integration.
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PRACTITIONER LESSON 02

Read the boundary, not just the diagram

Technical explanation

Evidence continuity requires source identity, timestamp with time zone, unit, device location, acquisition method,

integrity, gaps, transformations and known limitations. Raw observations should remain distinguishable from

corrected or derived values.

Explain it to a 13-year-old

A number without a source or time is hard to trust. An evidence record is like a dated lab notebook: it lets another

person see where the number came from and what happened to it.

Pressure-test question

An API export lacks time zone and device-location history. Can it prove the reading came from a

particular occupied room at a particular local time?

Reasoned answer

Not reliably without further corroboration. HOLD the stronger attribution claim while preserving the raw export.

Evidence discipline

Write down what was directly observed, what was inferred, what consequence was proposed, who could authorize

it, and what later observation would establish an outcome. Keep those statements separate.
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TEACHING FIGURE 03

Keep responsibilities separate

Every value, trend, person, screen and decision shown is illustrative. It is not an actual Airthings measurement, approved operational

response, or production integration.
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PRACTITIONER LESSON 03

Read the boundary, not just the diagram

Technical explanation

Airthings supplies sensing and data access. AIR is TA14's proposed preservation architecture, not a verified

deployed connector. TA14 governance examines a proposed consequence. Owners, operators and qualified

professionals retain their actual operational and legal responsibilities.

Explain it to a 13-year-old

Passing information between systems is not the same as passing permission. A dashboard can inform a person; it

does not make that person authorized.

Pressure-test question

A third-party system successfully reads an Airthings API. Has it thereby obtained permission to alter a

building automation system?

Reasoned answer

No. Data-access credentials are not evidence of execution authority or standing.

Evidence discipline

Write down what was directly observed, what was inferred, what consequence was proposed, who could authorize

it, and what later observation would establish an outcome. Keep those statements separate.
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TEACHING FIGURE 04

From observation to a specific proposal

Every value, trend, person, screen and decision shown is illustrative. It is not an actual Airthings measurement, approved operational

response, or production integration.
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PRACTITIONER LESSON 04

Read the boundary, not just the diagram

Technical explanation

Distinguish observation (what a device reported), inference (what may explain it), proposal (what action is

requested), and determination (what the applicable authority permits). Avoid turning an environmental signal

directly into an operational instruction.

Explain it to a 13-year-old

One alert can lead to different questions. Should someone inspect the sensor? Bring in a qualified professional?

Restrict access? Those are different proposals with different consequences.

Pressure-test question

A manager proposes either investigation or immediate remediation. Is the evidence requirement

necessarily the same?

Reasoned answer

No. Scope, potential harm, cost, legal requirements and technical prerequisites differ. Examine each proposal

independently.

Evidence discipline

Write down what was directly observed, what was inferred, what consequence was proposed, who could authorize

it, and what later observation would establish an outcome. Keep those statements separate.
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TEACHING FIGURE 05

The authority boundary

Editorial correction: the original embedded illustration is labeled "Lesson 07"; it is presented here as teaching figure 05. The source

image has not been silently altered.

Every value, trend, person, screen and decision shown is illustrative. It is not an actual Airthings measurement, approved operational

response, or production integration.



TA14 AUTHORITY GOVERNANCE INSTITUTION  |  INDEPENDENT TECHNICAL REFERENCE V2.0 14

PRACTITIONER LESSON 05

Read the boundary, not just the diagram

Technical explanation

The governing question is applied to a particular consequence NOW. Admissible Evidence asks what the record

can support. Applicable Authority asks who can decide. Established Standing asks whether that authority applies to

this property, scope, condition and time.

Explain it to a 13-year-old

A permission slip for one task is not permission for every task. Even a valid approval can expire or apply only to

one place.

Pressure-test question

A contractor was authorized to inspect yesterday but is asked to change controls today. Does

yesterday's approval automatically cover the new action?

Reasoned answer

No. Establish current scope, authority and standing for the control change. The appropriate result may be HOLD or

ESCALATE.

Evidence discipline

Write down what was directly observed, what was inferred, what consequence was proposed, who could authorize

it, and what later observation would establish an outcome. Keep those statements separate.
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TEACHING FIGURE 06

Four consequences, four different boundaries

Every value, trend, person, screen and decision shown is illustrative. It is not an actual Airthings measurement, approved operational

response, or production integration.
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PRACTITIONER LESSON 06

Read the boundary, not just the diagram

Technical explanation

Investigation, ventilation adjustment, occupancy restriction and remediation affect different systems and people.

Each may require different technical evidence, owner approval, professional qualifications, safety procedures and

legal obligations.

Explain it to a 13-year-old

Choosing to look closer is different from changing a machine. Changing a machine is different from telling people

they cannot enter a room.

Pressure-test question

A radon reading prompts an immediate ventilation change. What claim must be avoided?

Reasoned answer

Do not assume a ventilation change is safe, appropriate, or an effective radon mitigation method without qualified

assessment and outcome verification.

Evidence discipline

Write down what was directly observed, what was inferred, what consequence was proposed, who could authorize

it, and what later observation would establish an outcome. Keep those statements separate.
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TEACHING FIGURE 07

Execution is not proof of improvement

Every value, trend, person, screen and decision shown is illustrative. It is not an actual Airthings measurement, approved operational

response, or production integration.
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PRACTITIONER LESSON 07

Read the boundary, not just the diagram

Technical explanation

Record who acted, what was changed, when, under what authority, and the intended effect. Compare appropriate

pre- and post-action observations while preserving raw data, confounders, seasonal variation, uncertainty and

follow-up duration.

Explain it to a 13-year-old

Finishing a repair does not prove the problem is gone. You have to check what changed and whether it stayed

changed.

Pressure-test question

A single post-action radon value is lower than a pre-action value. Has durable exposure reduction been

demonstrated?

Reasoned answer

No. A single comparison cannot establish causation or durable reduction. Use an appropriate measurement and

evaluation plan.

Evidence discipline

Write down what was directly observed, what was inferred, what consequence was proposed, who could authorize

it, and what later observation would establish an outcome. Keep those statements separate.
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TEACHING FIGURE 08

Where the systems meet

Every value, trend, person, screen and decision shown is illustrative. It is not an actual Airthings measurement, approved operational

response, or production integration.
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PRACTITIONER LESSON 08

Read the boundary, not just the diagram

Technical explanation

The proposed chain is sensing -> attributable record -> bounded governance determination -> authorized external

execution -> verified outcome. Distinct layers preserve accountability even when information crosses technical

interfaces.

Explain it to a 13-year-old

A good system can explain not just what happened, but why an action was allowed, who did it, and what happened

afterward.

Pressure-test question

An external system executes an action while the governance record shows HOLD. What should an

examiner conclude?

Reasoned answer

The execution and recorded disposition conflict. Preserve the discrepancy, investigate authority and controls, and

do not represent the action as TA14-authorized.

Evidence discipline

Write down what was directly observed, what was inferred, what consequence was proposed, who could authorize

it, and what later observation would establish an outcome. Keep those statements separate.
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WORKED EXAMINATION / PART 1

A sustained radon pattern appears

Hypothetical building: an occupied office with a Space Radon monitoring pathway. A sequence of reported radon

values is observed. No actual measurement data, numeric action threshold, exposure diagnosis or regulatory

finding is asserted in this scenario.

Proposed consequence

Engage a qualified radon professional to investigate the monitoring record and site conditions. This is

an investigation proposal, not a claim that remediation is required.

Evidence packet

• Source identity and instrument/device identifier; location and location history.

• Raw time series with time zone, sampling/aggregation intervals, completeness and continuity gaps.

• API provenance, acquisition dates, transformations, units and uncertainty.

• Relevant occupancy, ventilation and building context, without assuming causal relationships.

First checkpoint

If source identity or location cannot be established, preserve the raw observations and HOLD any stronger

site-specific claim. A HOLD is an accountable finding, not a failure to decide.
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WORKED EXAMINATION / PART 2

Who may authorize an investigation?

Applicable authority

Identify the property owner or delegated decision-maker, procurement permissions, site access rights, required

professional credentials, and any contractual or statutory constraints. The proposed investigation cannot inherit

permission from an unrelated API agreement.

Established standing

Confirm that the authorization applies to the specific building, rooms, investigation scope, current timeframe and

affected parties. Record expiration dates and conflicts. A general corporate policy may be relevant but may not

settle a local property question.

Decision ledger

Evidence Authority Standing Disposition

Attributable Verified Current + scoped ALLOW investigation

Incomplete Verified Current + scoped HOLD pending evidence

Attributable No authorization Not established DENY execution

Attributable Conflicting mandates Disputed ESCALATE

These are conditional teaching examples, not a recorded TA14 determination for a real building.
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WORKED EXAMINATION / PART 3

Different proposed consequences require new
examinations

INVESTIGATE

Scope a qualified professional assessment; establish access and procurement authority; preserve the report as

new evidence.

VENTILATE

Require engineering assessment of effects and interactions, building-control authority, and verification. Do not

assume it treats radon.

OCCUPANCY

Identify responsible decision-makers, potential impacts on people, applicable health/safety requirements,

communication and appeal/escalation paths.

REMEDIATE

Require qualified design and professional oversight, owner authorization, applicable codes, permits where

required, and independent outcome verification.

Same observation does not mean same permission. Each consequence has its own evidence,

authority, standing and outcome conditions.
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WORKED EXAMINATION / PART 4

Commit, execute, verify and revalidate

Commit record

Capture the proposed consequence, evidence packet identifier, authority source, standing scope, disposition,

rationale, unresolved limitations, reviewer identity and date/time. If HOLD, DENY or ESCALATE is issued, preserve

it as an outcome of governance.

Execution record

If ALLOW is established, the properly authorized external party performs the bounded action. Record who acted,

what they did, when and where, deviations, and any safety incidents. TA14 does not itself perform the physical

intervention.

Outcome record

Preserve the investigation report or post-action measurement record. Distinguish a completed activity from

evidence that the intended environmental outcome was achieved. Preserve unchanged raw readings alongside

adjustments, assumptions and uncertainty.

Changed-context trigger

A new owner, new occupancy pattern, moved sensor, altered ventilation system, changed policy, or elapsed

authorization window may require revalidation before a further consequence. Commissioned once does not mean

authorized forever.
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CLAIMS AND SOURCES

What is grounded, proposed, illustrated or unestablished?

Manufacturer public documentation

Airthings Business API and hourly radon changelog describe product/data capabilities; current specifications must

be checked with the manufacturer.

Reported September 22 exchange

The TA14 showroom reports an Airthings for Business response composed by Airbot that separated evidence

access from external decision logic. Original correspondence not independently authenticated in this PDF.

TA14 architectural proposal

AIR record preservation and TA14 governance are conceptual layers shown for examination; no deployed

connector or runtime enforcement is established.

Illustrative teaching material

Numerical values, graphs, interfaces, occupants and actions in all nine figures are fabricated instructional

examples.

Not established

Device accuracy for a specific installation, health-risk determination, legal compliance, mitigation efficacy,

endorsement, certification or operational integration.
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IMPLEMENTATION CHECKLIST

What a real pilot would have to establish

• Written scope and permission to use the relevant environmental data and premises.

• Documented device identifiers, location, time synchronization, calibration/quality information and data-access

controls.

• Preserved original API payloads and transformation lineage; missing-data handling and uncertainty statements.

• A named proposed consequence and objective, not a vague instruction to "take action."

• Applicable policy, legal and professional authority with a locally established standing record.

• An attributable ALLOW/HOLD/DENY/ESCALATE decision before any governed execution.

• Independent operational execution controls; no assumption that TA14 or Airthings operates the equipment.

• An appropriate outcome-verification plan with raw pre/post data, confounders and revalidation triggers.

Failure to complete a checklist item is not evidence of product failure; it indicates that the relevant claim is not yet established.
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REFERENCES AND INDEPENDENCE

Public technical entry points

Airthings Business API: https://developer-business.airthings.com/docs/introduction-1

Hourly radon API changelog: https://developer-business.airthings.com/changelog/api-hourly-radon-added

TA14 public showroom:

https://www.ta14exchange.com/environmental-integrity-governance/showcase/airthings-space-radon

Provenance statement

The September 22 Airthings response is summarized from the TA14 showroom narrative supplied for this

publication. The original email/thread is not reproduced or independently authenticated here. Verify manufacturer

product details against current official documentation.

Independence notice

This publication is an independent TA14 Authority Governance Institution technical teaching reference. Airthings

and its marks belong to their respective owners. No sponsorship, endorsement, partnership, integration,

certification, regulatory approval or transfer of execution authority is claimed. Teaching figures are not instrument

records. This is not radon exposure or mitigation advice; qualified professionals and applicable guidance govern

real-world decisions.

No admissible evidence. No admissible execution. | Capability is not authority.



