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12 May 2025  

File Ref: OIAPR-1274023063-38917 

  
By email:   

Tēnā koe  

Request for information 2025-135 

I refer to your request for information dated 23 April which was received by Greater Wellington 
Regional Council (Greater Wellington) on 23 April. You have requested the following: 

• I really would like to see a schematic of how this proposed facility (the Pakuratahi 
Lakes) is laid out and how it connects to existing pipes. I suspect that the outlet from 
the proposed lakes would have to cross the fault, possibly in a tunnel, which would be 
a challenging repair project after fault rupture. 

• When Greater Wellington submitted this project to the Government’s Infrastructure 
Priorities Programme there must have been some documentation and details 
supporting the submission. I would like to have a copy of the executive summary of 
this submission. 
 

Greater Wellington’s response follows: 

Officers contacted you on 28 April 2025 to discuss the scope of your request. You agreed to 
refine your request to the executive summary of the submission. 

In response, the information submitted as part of the Infrastructure Pipeline Priorities (IPP) 
application was in accordance with Te Waihanga - NZ Infrastructure Commission’s 
requirements. Under the format requirements, there was no single executive summary 
supplied. However, the submission included various reports that included maps and 
schematics, along with content regarding the fault and seismic risks. A summary of these is 
supplied: 

Maps 

1. Overview for the IPP application 
Additional schematic maps are included also in the material below. 
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Fault and seismic risks 

Source: Report 1 – “Water Source Options Assessment for Welington Metropolitan Supply 
Options Assessment Report - Phase 1-4” (Connect Water, 2023) provided a summary of the 
longlist options considered. Section 8.9 discussed the proposed Pakuratahi Water Storage 
Lakes.  

Refer attachment Report 1 Schematic (p. 58). 

 

The risks and uncertainties discussed (p. 60) included the following:  
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Source: Report 2 – “Water Source Options Assessment for Wellington Metropolitan Supply - 

Options Assessment Report Phase 5A” (Connect Water, 2023) provided a summary of the 
shortlist options considered. Section 9 discussed the proposed Pakuratahi Water Storage 
Lakes combined with the additional Lake 3. The Wellington Fault is mentioned as part of the 
review of Hazards (Sect. 9.2). 
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Source: Report 3 – “Water Source Options Assessment for Wellington Metropolitan Supply - 
Shortlisted Options Assessment and Dynamic Adaptive Pathways Planning Report” (Connect 
Water, 2023). Section 6 discussed the Pakuratahi Water Storage options, of which Lakes 1 and 
2 are in Stage One.  The seismic risk assessment included the following: 

 
Source: p.105 
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Source: Report 4 – “Te Marua Scheme Expansion – Pre-Concept Report” (Connect Water, May 
2024) 

The terms ‘fault’ and ‘seismic’ are mentioned 44 and 40 times respectively in this report.  

For example, the Preconcept Design basis (p.19) addresses seismic loading:  

 
 

Allowance was made for line gate valves to be installed at each end of the pipe near the fault 
line to address seismic risks (p.15).  

A review of seismic hazards is summarised in section 5.3.2.2 of this report.  

The report recommended additional site investigation as part of the concept phase (p. 53).  

Cost estimates assumed the need for new bridging along the pipeline route to meet seismic 
requirements (p. 71). Seismic risks were considered as part of the Project Risk Register for the 
Te Marua Scheme Expansion (p. 359-363). 

The Wellington Fault was identified in various maps and plans of the proposed scheme. For 
example (p. 95 – blue dotted line):   
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It also features below (bold red line – p.96) 

 
 

Source: Report 5 – “Te Marua Scheme Expansion Stage 1 – Activity Brief” (Wellington Water 
Ltd. 15 May 2024)  

Performance requirements for the Project include seismic resilience: 
‘The design shall align with the relevant Wellington Water seismic resilience strategy. 
Seismic design criteria shall include consideration of system-wide risks to service 
delivery when assessing post-event performance requirements (including redundancy, 
operational mitigations, reinstatement time, seismic repair stocks, etc).’ (p. 10). 

Initial project risks assessed for the Storage Lakes include: 
‘Changes in seismic requirements for embankment designs could alter lake geometry 
and reduce storage capacity.’ (p. 17) 

Seismic design criteria are identified regarding the design considerations for the Storage Lakes 
(p. 18-19). 
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If you have any concerns with the decision(s) referred to in this letter, you have the right to 
request an investigation and review by the Ombudsman under section 27(3) of the Local 
Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987.  

Please note that it is our policy to proactively release our responses to official information 
requests where appropriate. Our response to your request will be published shortly on Greater 
Wellington’s website with your personal information removed. 

Nāku iti noa, nā 

 

Julie Knauf 
Kaiwhakahaere Matua | Group Manager Corporate Services 
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