How Technology and Data Analytics Protected Cincinnati's Water Supply
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1 0! 000 GALLONS The estimated amount

of 4-methylcyclohexane methanol that leaked from a

ruptured container into the Elk River

300]’000 PEOPLE The approximate number

of people affected by the spill. Contaminants entered
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Charleston’s intake and its water supply before any
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actions could be taken.
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Cincinnati managed to avoid letting the

0‘ ’Q chemical into its drinking supply.
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