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It 1is noit"f-ovcry -f'll_l\:lr‘.. in blddlng to omply with specifications
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that will make an award illognl but the nrhtion tron the tpoiriutiom must be

lubsnnthl 8o as %o gln the biddcr speoial advantage bLefore thgmgg_n_g;;ot till be
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held invalid. The test seems %o be, 18 the 1rngu1:rlty such as wiill opo.rau to

“afTeot fair and oompetitive biddmgj Fuller Co. ve. Blderkin, 160 Md. 600.666.

Further, it-has been held that every instrument is to be oonstrued
by what oan be -seen was the person's intention in writing 1t and that a bidder oan

oorreoct a oclear nitm. Moffett ve. Roohester, 178 U.s. 373. Therefore, if upen

the face of the bid, -ithou__t any outside evidence, it oan be olearly seen that a mis-

S

take was made and i$ oan also o‘lurly be seen what the bidder sotually intended, the

proposal should be read acoording to the real intention of tho bidder.
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ln thie o-no, in preparing ttu‘_pf'opml in dupl'ton_to, the blddor in-
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dicated the unit price ror Itenm No. 2 in the dupuuto ocopy of the proposal and it

N

i {s not reasonable to un-n that the biddor lntondod that the original oopy of the

- proposal be diﬂ'ormt, nor ie it nnmnblo to assume that the bidder 1ntondod that the |

| oxtondod total for Itﬂ No. 2 be ;rutor thm e sum trr?;d at by nultiplyin; the

._“h

l tpprumud quantity of Item No. 2 by the unit prin. bid for. uid Item,

ﬂ'

ntbough it 10 ‘true that the pn-pnun ontrutor did not striotly |
oomply ulth all of the uquirnlntl of the speoifications porhhin; to tho filing of

bids, uﬂ"orthohu, the non-compliance {e not such as to affect. rnir..uut aeonpetitive

biddings

-

thiriton, 1¢ being apparent that the omission from the original
oopy.or the proposal of & priu for 1tem lo. 2 {8 a olerical error and the njetake
in thl MM toul amount for uid Itol Néo 2 u s mathematiocal 'nunl__n;huon. and

the didder's real utntlu durly appears upon tho rm or the papers, 1 an of the

=

- nphin that the Board of Lnrdl Yy, but ie not unponod. ™ award the eontraot to $ha
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Square cuatruotlon m TRLRL tho lowest nupomlblublddor. urpﬁ the huia
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of tho cormt ncun.
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