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Hr, Jo Neil )IcCardelll Citx Comptroller (cont'd)

|

1.
1 X
' 1

-

I uie this to mean that you desire to knov vhether the
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iity_ can legally, by ordinance, authorize the execution of a lease, for office purpoa;:s
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;?r twventy-five years, of a building not yet constructed nor begun to be constructed,
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‘I have been unable to locate any cleu“‘légal precedent vhich I
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ccnpidor direct.ly in point and I, therefore, conclude that the proposition is one
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thab I cannot definitely assure you is legal., To say the least, it is a novel and
unulu.ll kind of rentel. agreement, especially so in viev of the lt.a}enent in the letter
of. October 20, 1950, from Mr. Benson, Attorney for the Baltimore Cant.mctors, Inc.,
that "i,f l.nd vhen such & lease of commitment is obtained, our. client possibly may
omibit tho same to a lond:lns {nstitution to obtain temporary or permanent financing
for the ﬁroJect." This might be construed as an tttmt to use the credit of the
City in .gﬂ of a corporation, contrary to the provisions of Article 11, Section T,

of the C@;titutim of Maryland.

I do not doubt that the City may, by ordinance, authorize a lease

of property fqr orﬁcc' purposes to relieve a pressing necessity, but the proposed

‘ﬁ
project is quiko a diffmt proposition. The cwr’cl look vith disfavor upon contrects

by miclp;uuql {nvolving the payment of moneys vhich extend over & long poriod of

time. In the .b\l.\oncl of nny other objection to them, tbq vill not be upheld vithout

& clear nhovi.n; ot n. reasonable necessity for their execution. McBeen v, Fresno,
112 Cal. 159; e:ltol\:ln mmm on ltmicipd Corporationg 3rd Mition, Volume 11,
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"In t.ho absence of express autmory ptrnhuon,
municipalities even in their proprhu.ry functions,
may contract only for a x‘.onlble time."

askin v. Orlando, 51 Fed. Rep. 2, 902.°
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I-not ufﬂctmtly fn.cmnyadﬂodutothomh
m«ﬁity for mh a contnct. luutlt that & reasonable necessity be clearly

o e () "m tam s w cmmnucn of thumonl

' | /o/ m N. BIDDISON.

2 1_0“1 Solicitor
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