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Abstract

Design-Build, one contractor is responsible for both the design and construction, has become more popular since the government framed the policy

on how to activate the design-build projects in 1996. The reality is, however, there are many problems encounted on Contractor Selection Method for
Public Design-Build Projects. The purpose of this paper is to improve the problems, no way to meet the goal(value) the owners expect from the
design-build projects, for instance, not fully reflecting the characteristics of projects and owners' intention, not systematical enough to judge if bidders

could carry out the contract. This study will insist we introduce Best Value Procurement, which is being commonly used in some advanced countries
recently, so that we would properly select the contractor suitable for Best Value concept which totally depends on the owners, types of work and
specified conditions. Furthermore, by passing through the Two-Step Procedures following Pre-qualification in Best Value Procurement, we expect it

lighten the bidders' burden for proposal and the owners' complicate bid administration.
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