Palava Infrastructure and inputs to master-plan
Transport
1. Option 1 from PBB for the central axial road to be used.
2. East west road through Gauchar to be made as per TCE’s recommendation. Will cut through the current area reserved for the university
3. TCE’s recommendation on road through EWS block connecting to the DP road on the east to be incorporated in master-plan
4. Traffic circulation in the roads around MLCP to be analyzed considering car capacity of each MLCP and number and location of drop off points in each road along the residential blocks (14 drop off points in a typical road with 7 residential blocks). Key questions to be answered:
a. Location of entry and exit ramps for each MLCP - TCE
b. Should some roads be made one way to improve circulation around MLCP area - TCE
c. Are the road widths provisioned sufficient – TCE
d. Circulation within MLCP - TCE
5. Further inputs are required to understand traffic circulation and public transport plan for the township. Key questions:
a. Detailed study of each road section to suggest median openings and type of median openings (round about, traffic signal etc.) – TCE
b. Recommendations on location of traffic signals for each road section– TCE
c. Analysis of road width for each part of the recommended bus corridor. Would the 5.5 m width on the southern part of bus corridor suffice? – TCE
a. Benchmarks to be provided on maximum bus frequency and capacity that can be achieved in townships of Palava’s scale. To be used to revise the assumptions on modal split between bus and private transport– TCE
STPs:
1. STP 1, 2 can be accommodated within the MLCP’s indicated
2. Not more than 50% of MLCPs ground floor area can be used for provisioning STPs, switching stations and commercial areas – to accommodate for ramps, entry/exit etc. STP 1 and 2 as per TCE’s design can be accommodated in the prescribed MLCPs. For MLCPs where STPs are fitted, 5m height clearance is required to accommodate the STP.
a. STP 3 to be broken into multiple STPs to fit it in the MLCPs available. Cannot be accommodated in the MLCP prescribed currently due to space constraints. Additional open areas to be considered in STP 3 zone. TCE to provide capacity per STP and probable locations as input to master-plan- TCE
b. STP 4 (EWS) to be accommodated in open areas in the EWS zone. TCE to provide space requirement and guidelines for area identification – TCE
Water Treatment plants for rain water harvesting
1. Water treatment plant to be located close to the potable water sump. Water from quarries to be stored for potable use to be pumped from storage location to the water treatment plant
a. Around 1500 sq meter space (to be confirmed by TCE) to be reserved close to MIDC potable water sump to provide space for the water treatment plant – PBB
b. Water storage locations will be filled with TSE water in the dry season after the rain water stored is exhausted. Maintenance activities to be analyzed for similar static water bodies to avoid algae formation etc. – TCE/PBB
Power:
1. Approximately 50% area in an MLCP ground floor to be kept free of switching stations, STPs, commercial areas etc. to provision for entry/exit ramps.
a. TCE to provide ideal location (MLCPs to be marked) for each switching station. For each switching station exact area and height clearance required to be shared - TCE
b. For a typical switching station, GA drawing, box diagram, access parameters and other design constraints to be shared – TCE
2. Utility corridors dependent on EHV number and locations. 
a. Lodha to provide likely location and number of EHVs for TCE to complete detailed design of utility corridors – Lodha internal team
b. TCE to provide width, location and design parameters for utility corridor till the switching station and till the substations - TCE
Questions for AML discussion:
1. EHV number and location – Although final number and location will be decided based on discussions with MSEDCL, Lodha’s stand on the same needs to be agreed upon.
a. EHV number – 
i. Trade off between cost and area 
ii. Whether feasible from MSEDCL to have 2 EHV’s for same project – from Liaison team
b. EHV location – Following parameters to be considered
i. Land availability and cost
ii. Impact of 220 kva overhead lines entering the EHV on future developments beyond first 590 acres
2. Utilities for EWS area – Should independent utility infrastructure (separate STP, water metering, power switching station) be planned for EWS area considering it will be handed over to authorities?
3. Transport – How many roads through the university across the gauchar area are feasible to be built?
4. Apartment level water metering & gas based heating feasibility
