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Objectives 

• Provide the complete facts in 
context. 

• Reassure the public that the 
City’s drinking water is SAFE, 
and ALWAYS has been.  



 
 State Water Board response to media coverage of the  

City of Sacramento’s Aluminum Chlorohydrate Trial 
(ACH) at the Sacramento River Water Treatment Plant  

“Based on the required compliance 
data provided by the city related to 
the trial, and reviewed and verified by 
Drinking Water staff, it has been 
determined there were no violations 
of the disinfection byproduct 
maximum contaminant level (MCL) or 
corresponding threat to public health 
during or after the ACH trial. The 
water that is currently being provided 
by the city is safe to drink.” 



Drinking Water: Safety First 

• Highest priority: always provide 
safe drinking water. 

• City has never provided unsafe 
drinking water. 

–Not during the ACH trial, before, or 
since. 

 

 



Key Terms 

• LRAA –Locational Running Annual Average 
 

• Operation Evaluation Calculation 
 

• ACH – Aluminum Chlorohydrate 
 

• TTHM – Total Trihalomethanes 
 

• MCL – Maximum Contaminant Level 
 



Potential benefits of ACH Coagulant 
over Alum 

• Reduces sludge 

• Easier to use 

• Saves taxpayer dollars 

 

 



Water 
Quality 

Sampling 
Sites 



Timeline  
July 2012 Discussion on ACH begins. 

August 2012 Jar testing performed. 

September 2012 Baseline data collection begins. 

March 2013 State Division of Drinking water approval sought. 

April 2013 State approves three month study. 

May 2013 Begin ACH study at Water Treatment Plant.  

September 2013 
Study extended to meet State data requirements for a one-year study. 
All levels below 80 parts per billion in quarterly tests at all 12 sites. 

April 2014 
Quarterly sample indicates elevated levels at six test sites. 
The City stops the test.  

October 2014 
Quarterly sample triggers Operational Evaluation at the same site as 
April 2014 trigger.   

December 2014 

Preliminary evaluation indicates the April result factored into 
calculations is the reason for the trigger.  To ensure public safety the 
decision is made to obtain water from Sacramento County for an 
entire quarter.  This intent is discussed with the state Division of 
Drinking Water and they approve.  

January 2015 
Water is obtained from Sacramento County.  Water is taken from 
January to April.  



City Water: Was and is safe to drink 

• ABC 10 has misled the public.  

• City water meets or exceeds ALL 
federal and state standards for safety 
& quality.  

• This fact was lost in misleading news 
reports. 
 



ABC 10 CLAIM: The City supplied drinking water with 
disinfectant byproduct (DBP) levels that exceeded 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) maximum 

contaminant levels (MCLs).   

FALSE 



Facts about MCLs 
• Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) for 

Trihalomethane (THM) established by EPA. 

• Protective of public health. 

• MCL is annual running average below 80 
parts per billion (ppb) for each test site. 

• THM is only one of 104 substances with MCLs 
monitored regularly. 

 

 

 

 



City of Sacramento Total Trihalomethane (TTHM) levels, 2013 – 2015 
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Monitoring Quarter 

Range of individual results Citywide. Individual results 

are used to calculate Locational Running Annual 

Average (Average of last 4 quarters at each site). 

Range of Locational Running Annual Averages 

Citywide.  Must be below 80 ppb for regulatory 

compliance. 



Facts about health effects 
from the U.S. EPA  

• Disinfection byproducts (TTHM) are a 
chronic contaminant, meaning their 
health effects only show up after long-
term exposure.  

 

• The TTHM maximum contaminant level 
(MCL) was set based on a person 
consuming 2 liters of water a day over 
an average lifespan of 70 years. 

 



ABC 10 CLAIM: City staff misrepresented to the City 
Council that the state mandated a one-year trial 

period for ACH. 

FALSE 



FACT: If the City’s test was successful and it wanted to 
change permanently to ACH, the state Division of 
Drinking Water required a one-year study. The City 
sought and received permission. 



ABC 10 CLAIM: During one of the quarterly tests, in 
January 2014, the Sacramento Plant where the ACH 
use was being tested was shut down to manipulate 

the City’s DBP sampling results.   

FALSE 



FACT: Annual Shutdowns 

Shutdown Dates for 
Sacramento Water Plant since 2011 

Year SRWTP 

2011 11/28/11 

2012 12/09/12 

2013 12/09/13 

2014 12/23/14 



ABC 10 CLAIM: Prior to another quarterly sampling, 
the City obtained water service from the Sacramento 

County Water Agency to manipulate the City’s DBP 
sampling results. 

FALSE 



FACT: The test of ACH stopped in April of 2014, before 
water was purchased from the county in January of 
2015.  
 
 



ABC 10 CLAIM: “People in Sacramento were never 
notified of the dangers.” 

 

  
There were never any “dangers”  

to report. 



FACT: Nothing to Report 
 
• The City did not report unsafe drinking water to the 

public because the drinking water was never unsafe 
and fully complied with water quality requirements. 
 

• The City of Flint in Michigan had two sites exceed the 
MCL of 80 ppb for the LRAA at 92 ppb and 99 ppb.  
 

• Flint was required to report being in violation of the 
MCL limits. City of Sacramento never violated the MCL. 

  
 



Conclusions 

• Never a threat to public health and safety 

• Did not exceed EPA levels 

• Annual running average below EPA 
limit of 80 parts per billion 

 


