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Review of Terminology

Objectives

Performance
Measures

Options

Alternatives

Defines the major goals of the IWRP, in
broad and understandable terms

The specific metrics that indicate whether
or not objectives are being achieved

Individual projects that will be assembled
into comprehensive alternatives

Packages of individual projects that are
designed to meet objectives



Objectives

ent and future demands for water and

e safety and security of water resources systems
nize efficiency of water use and value of water re

ove water quality and ecological health of Harpet

t level of water/wastewater







Performance
Measures

Objectives

Performance Measures

Quantitative

Qualitative

Meet current and future
demands for water and
wastewater reliably

% of time all water demands met

Average magnitude of deficits (all uses)

% of time essential water demands met

Average magnitude of deficits (essential uses)

Volume of supply redundancy

Volume of wastewater capacity surplus or
shortfall

Provide safety and security
of water resources
systems

% of total wastewater on septic

Change in 100 year flood elevation

Vulnerability of infrastructure and facilities

Emerging water quality concerns

Maximize efficiency of
water use and value of
water resources

% demand reduction

% reduction in unaccounted for water

% reduction in inflow and infiltration

% total reuse demand satisfied

Volume of stormwater put to beneficial use

Improve water quality and
ecological health of
Harpeth River and
watershed

Frequency of low flow < historical Sept.
median flow

Average summer nitrogen load (lb/day)

Average summer BOD load (Ib/day)

Ecological indicators

Negative impacts of stormwater reduced

Provide improved access
and aesthetics of Harpeth
River

Feet of bank stabilization

% of streamflow that is WWTP effluent

Erosion potential

Public accessibility

Minimize carbon footprint
of water resources
operations

Annual average energy requirements

Achieve sustainable
biosolids management

% of total biosolids handled sustainably

Achieve regional
acceptance

Number of cooperative agreements proposed

Sphere of positive influence (population)

Likelihood of public acceptance

Provide level of services
for water resources at
reasonable cost

Life-cycle cost of projects and policies

Combined % change in water and sewer rates

Meet secondary drinking water standards
(taste, odor, etc.)
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Water Quality
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TELLA Model Demonstratio




)lder Workshop #4 — August 18

sent modeling results for alternatives
esent weighting analysis
esent hybrid ideas and preliminary results
iscuss plan for recommendations to BOMA

site

www.franklin-gov.com/index.aspx?page=¢
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