OR STUDY REVEALS COST SAVINGS

CLOSED BIDS = HIGHER COST
OPEN BIDS = LOWER COSTS
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e For a hypothetical installation of 12-inch water main pipe, “open competition” will save more
than $210,000 per mile compared to “closed competition”. Furthermore, competition lowers costs
for the existing material. In similar studies, pipes of the same materials and diameter were found
to be less costly in open competition cities than in closed cities.competition cities than in closed
cities.

e Furthermore, pipe of the same material and diameter was found to be less costly in open bid cities
than in closed bid cities by an average of 42%.
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