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DRINKING WATER SUPPLY OF THE CITY OF PERM 

The problem of drinking water relevant at all times. However, despite the continuous develop-
ment of modern technologies and improve existing ones, to achieve water quality that would satisfy all 
regulatory requirements is very difficult. 

The article discusses the main sources of water supply of the city of Perm, alternative sources 
of water supply and the method of purification of drinking water well sewage treatment plants. 

The main sources of water supply of the city of Perm are Chusovoy treatment facilities, but to 
date, the water quality of this source leaves much to be desired. Therefore, more and more people are 
resorting to the use of alternative sources, namely, bottled water, water for bottling in retail outlets, as 
well as water purified using household filters. The qualitative course of the advertising business has 
convinced people that the use of alternative sources, they receive high quality drinking water that meets 
all regulatory requirements. Obviously, the water obtained in this way has no smell, no taste, and if we 
add sweeteners, it will still tasty, but tasty water, it is still not useful. We all know what huge role water 
plays for the life and development of our body. 
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Also in the article, we present the main parameters of water at the inlet and outlet of the treat-
ment plant, provides a qualitative analysis of the major brands of bottled water, describes the main 
types of household filters, their advantages and disadvantages discussed the drinking water system on 
well water treatment stations, and provides the rationale for the proposed cleaning method. 

Keywords: water, quality water, drinking water, bottled water, water filter, water filling machine, 
water treatment facilities, alternative source, filters, Bush station system potable water supply, pollution, 
water quality parameters, sanitary norms and rules, transportation. 
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 2.1.4.559–96 « .
. -

» ( . 1). 

 1 

2.1.4.1074–01 
« »

98/83 
-

, /  6,0–9,0 6,5–9,5 6,5–8,5 0,5–1,0 
,  20 – 15 5 

,  2 – – 0,1 
,  2 – – 0 

, - /  7 – – 6,5–8,5 
, /  0,3 0,2 0,3 0,3 

, /  0,1 0,05 0,1 0,05 
, /  350 250 250 150–250 
, /  500 250 250 150–250 

, /  1,5 1,5 1,5 1,5 
, /  0,003 – – 0,003 

, / 0,3–0,5 – 0,6–1,0 0,05 
, /  0,3 – – 0,1 

, /  2,0 0,5 1,5 0,05–0,1 
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, -
 2.1.4.559–96 ( . 2). 

 « - »
, -

 ( ). , -
 [2]. 

 2 

.

.
2.1.4.1074–01 

2012 2012 
, /  1,5 2,90 0,45 
,  20 21 4 

,  20°,  2 1 2 
pH, .  6,0–9,0 7,75 7,38 

, /  1000 564 543 
, - /  7 7,97 7,96 

, /  350 19,9 21,0 
 (  N2), /  2 0,17 0 
 (  NO3), /  45 3,23 2,55 

, /  500 271 260 
, /  0,3 0,27 0 

, /   131,1 130,6 
, /   16,9 17,1 

, /  0,8–1,2  1,19 
, /  1,5 0,172 0,146 
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 [4]. 

 1 . 3. 

 3 

/
 1- 380 / .

1
 100 % :

96 % – - ;
4 % – 

. .  15,2 / .

2
 1 

15,2 . 3/

3  30–50 .
4 1–3 3/
5 60–80 2

6
1–3 3/

30–50 .

7
 30–50 

2 500 .

8  15,2 . 3/
45,6  17 .
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. . 2 -

 25 3/ ,
« » -
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. 2. 
 25 3/
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–  – 550 (1400) 2.
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 2012 . -
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