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1. 	 fWff~ ~~ (35 ~ ~ 5 ~) 

(1) Liquidated damages (2) Specifications 

(3) Constmction disputes (4) Superintendent 

(5) Change order 	 (6) Request for proposal 

(7) Fixed price, cost plus a fee, and unit price 

2. 	 Project delivery method ;1fu~~~t? ~1f 1iiJ1I:MJ5 ? (15 ~) 
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4. 	 t:J;1 tfM~ (15~) 

Wh n the costs expended are greater than the costs budgeted for the work, the 

inconsistency can be explained through an analysis of several possible options: (1) Poor 

worker perfonnance, (2) incorrect rep9rting, (3) differing site conditions, (4) wrong 

equipment assigned, (5) bad weather, and (6) an error in the estimate. 
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A 5 50 B SS2 
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B 10 50 D FF2 


C 8 120 E FF5 
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