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for the constructlcn of the Colored High School, the Fublic Imﬂzovament

ﬁCommiaaion gave its approval to the stmp.modlricatiov of that ﬂontﬁact

]

provided the City Solicitor was qntisfied Ag to its lagality. There

-3

aeoma, howeveb to have been no fermsl upinion rendered by th o.c1£j§

Solicitor upon that ﬂontraot. Hre Perring has now ésked'thié office

for an Opinion concevning_the legality of making 'the proposed molifica-

¥
L

‘tion 111 the torms of the 'ﬂeauern High School contract.,
The requiremﬁnt of competitive-bidding for contracta infol?ing

'over Tive hundred dollara ($600.00), as provided for gy the Statute

above referred tO, 18 mandatory updn iﬁé City oyl cdnatituteé e limite-

tion upon the City's power to contract, - The purpose of the fﬁquiﬁﬂp
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ment, of course, 1s to proevent favoritism nﬁdfto'insure'fair competition
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upon equal t_,erma to,ﬁll who choosée to compete in the bidding.' ' To this

end, the advertlsemﬁnt invitea bids besed upon specificat 10ns which have
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elready been fornmd, and lt 1s upon the requirement of th' prcgil‘ic‘ntirms

Lo

that t.he vari,ous bidders.'de't.ermine what is t'm:.-, IOWGSL they cnn affor c] t(.,-

bid. Hence 1t has been dIstinotly deﬁided by t*u Court of Appﬁals thaL

contracts may not beé mﬁde which differ in eny easential Qr matbrial way

from;ths terms of the 3paciflcationa reforred to in the advertiaEmunt
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366 Packﬁrg vs. Hayes, 94 H;' 53, where the Court said:

"The effect of tliese provisions to
produce the result intended would be
groatly impaired, and the purpose of them
might be entirely defested if ths method
of awsrding .contracts under them, which
wes pursued in this cese, could be sus-
teined, . The sbsence of sny definite omd
precise banis for competition smong bid-
~ders;  the ‘allowing of each bldder to
submit‘his own indépendent proposition
- as to what would form an important ele-
mont of the contraot;"and the reserva-
tion of & diseretion to be exercised by
8 municipal suthority as to eon essentisl
“of the contract artar‘bidt had been subs -
mitted,'nake the contract here the subjeot
“of controversy violative of the injent end
purposé of the proviaions of the law in
questldh as well as of the csaenbitl dhlr-~

-cte:* of ampetit.ive bidding .
vs. Hu#r ind cit.y Gmmcil ot Bcltimore, 126 sd
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