BayBuzz Poll

Respondents’ Comments on Higgins Deal

Against

Is Yule's only handbrake ever going to be a (finally) cognizant voting public next time round?


My first thoughts after reading your article were 'this is appalling'. But then after the debacle that was the Ocean Beach process, why am I surprised?


It sends all the wrong messages to external suppliers and it stinks. Principles must be upheld to avoid the moral hazards that inevitably develop when due process is let slip. This is damaging to relationships with other contractors who are collectively the supply "market" and they may now shun the contract process, with good reason, because it is rigged. What was the rush? Why couldn't Higgins have made their stunning offer within the tender process?


I firmly believe that contracts should be up front and totally open to public scrutiny. There is nothing wrong with a tendering company 'sweetening' their offer, but every company should have the same opportunity.


What sort of profit is being made on a $1.8m contract when they (the roading company) can afford to give away $500k of it!? Councils need to be more accountable when spending rate payers funds.


The "donation" from Higgins should be a completely separate issue from the contract.

Mayor Yule really needs to ensure that as mayor and chairman of the local bodies in New Zealand that his activities are completely open to public scrutiny and fit into best practice that we would expect of our elected officials. Many of us have memories of other apparent done-deals with developers, land purchasing and financial arrangements. Behind-closed-door promises on deals -- e.g. Ocean Beach -- which subsequently cause the public enormous strife, money and time to rectify are becoming far too frequent in this district!

This is scary stuff. The council is displaying ignorance and/or greed. Ok, Higgins might be the usual best option, and in the short term it sounds like 'a gift' for the sports park, however, in my personal experience, when you go for the lucrative shortcut and choose for pragmatism over principal, there is always a price to pay further down the road.


The Council is not the private business it thinks it is. As a relative newcomer to the region, I find it frustratingly interesting that the local body elections are not on the horizon. Where are the intending candidates and where are the people to discuss such issues with?

I agree that this is totally unethical behavior and a slippery slope for Tendered contracts. It is astounding that anything be approved by one elected official, in private with a contractor. Maybe..... Mayor Yule was offered a benefit too? Who knows? The other contractors could sue for being excluded from the bid process.....but guess they won't!! Keep up the good work of guiding the way to ensure ethical public processes.


Thanks for alerting the public to this. Something else to remember come election time.


Corruption is rife throughout councils in New Zealand. When is somebody going to say enough is enough? This is taxpayers’ money that is going to line the pockets of fat cat councillors and managers.


The letting of contracts by HDC and NCC was the first indication to me after I arrived to set up a contracting buisiness in 1973 that there was nepotism and corruption involved in both authorities. Nothing has changed during the 37 years I have been here. Even when it was put out to tender the same outfits got the contracts more often than not when not the lowest. When JJ O'Conner was Mayor of Hastings his plumbing and drainage firm got every contract that went out to tender they put in for. It became notorious in the trade. The same was going on in Napier. It still does.

As you suggested, Mayor Yule has embarked on a very slippery slope.

This is extraordinary... of course contracts should be competitively tendered for. Anything less looks very dodgy and is indeed a slippery slope. How naive do these guys think we rate payers are! (Hmmm well I guess the next elections will answer that one.)

Neutral or For

The tender process may often result in the best (lowest) price, but it doesn't always deliver the best result. We need to see more project alliances and public sector/ private sector partnership arrangements as opposed to competitive tender. That way all stakeholders have a vested and protected interest in delivering the best results safe in the knowledge that they can't be undercut on price by a rogue tender which in the long run last less, cost more to fix/ maintain.


The best price doesn"t necessarily give the best outcomes - proven many times over.

Council has too much policy as it is. Why impose it on charitable trusts who struggle through enough red tape as it is?

It is difficult to make judgments without seeing all the documentation or being party to the negotiations.
