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Abstract: Risk management is the core knowledge areas of project management A new risk management framework of project is proposed in
this paper, which combines the quality function deployment (QFD) with risk management effectively, and a model of risk management of pro
ject is also established To evaluate of the robustness and effectiveness of the risk management framework, an experiment on group decision
mak ing platform is performed as well as a questionnaire Experimental results show that the proposed risk m anagem ent framework is robust and
effective The statistics gathered from the evaluation questionnaire also shows all participants assessed the proposed risk management framew ork
positively both on subject perception and em pirical evaluation
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Research on Denitration Electricity Price Based on Intemalization
of Externality and State Intend to Pay
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(1 School of Business Administration, North China Electric Power U niversity, Baoding Hebei 071003, China;
2 School of Environmental Engineering, North China Electric Power U niversity, Baoding H ebei 071003, Chin a)

Abstract: From externality internalization theory and cost efficiency theory, this paper puts forward according to the national intend to pay the
denitration electricity prices, and confirms the denitration price algorithm of rationality based on the rule of the state power to pay and denitra
tion marginal cost T hen the paper structures the model of denitration electricity prices based on the national intend to pay, analyzes the denitra
tion cost of electric power industry and environmental benefits of denitration in 2004 in China. At last on the basis of the denitration price case
studies, it does the beneficial attempt to calculate the denitration electricity prices.

Key words: coat fired power plant; NO, emission reduction; internalizing externality, environmental cost-benefit; state intend to pay; denitrifr

cation electricity price
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