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Honorable Arthur B. Price, lhmr Ex Ofdciok (cont'd!
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. | L_The term "lovest naponaible‘biddér“ imposes not merely a l&isterlal

X

duty to ascertain vho is the lovest: bidder, and the pecuniary msponeibility\f the

| biddor and his suretiea; but confers a discretionary pover to grant the work to such a

- See Commonwvealth vs, Mitéhélll B2 pPa. W3, | | ' \

bidder as the officers may deem wvould perform the vork test fof the lovest amm\}\(
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If one {8 the lwest bidder then the only q uation is vhether he vas a\'
responsible bidder, 'l‘hat is a question of f‘act. I3 pldder a reaponuibility involves,
among other things, his ability to act and to ansver for his undertaking. Selitto vs.

-

Cedar Grove, supra. The rejection of the lowest bid should rest on the basie of \__~

tion vs, lh;g" r, etc., Florham Park, 5 N.J. Misc. 969, that:
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It s stated in 63 C.J.S5. Section 1157, b-4, that:

"An avard of t.he contmct to tie lovest bidder should not be
refused unless, on a proper investigation and hearing at vhich
evidence of irresponsibility is introduced, it appears that the
lovest bidder is not responsible and the ultlnte rm:ts Are
entered of record.” = o

i

sibility pported by evidepi:é. Paterson Comracti ' : - 'wgl_-_a__,_
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On this point, it vas held in a case in Nev Jerny,' American Water Corpo rg-
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"Lowest bidder not being afforded opportunity to show rupmsibility,
contract avarded to next highut bidder must be set aside.”

€

It is our opinion that. the term lmat. relpmniblc bidder” ln thc

Baltllore City Charter, as above set forth, is mot intendéd to limit the Boarﬂ'l pover

I

; to a simple examination of the diftercnt bids tendered vithout reference from vhom they

co-e, ‘and blindly ulect the one solely from the consideration that it is the lovest in
pricc, but it requires the Board to select the bidder vho, all things being considered,

hu ability to respond to t.ho roquirmnt- of t.hc contract, having full ngnra to the

luthct matter thereof and. to tho best interests of tho people of the City of Baltimore.

i

rurtﬁ;r, {t is our-opinion ﬂ’ut the nﬂ _“Ncpomlble" AB qloyod in tho

Chartor vhen applied to contracts roquiriu for thoir execution, is interpreted ae .

] |
meaning not omly m ruponubuity but u-o Judmt end skill. This imposes not |

meorely a lulllttrhl duty onﬁoloard of lothnt" mch as wvould result 4id tbcir ponﬂ
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