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The history of studying of phraseological homonymy’s questions is briefly observed in the article;
the concepts of the «interlevel» and intraphraseological homonymy are differentiated. The classification
of types of homonymous phraseological units’ correlation in a national language is submitted. The material
allowed to add ways of phraseological homonyms’ formation and observe interference of a literary language
and its nonliterary part.
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The article presents methodological ideas concerning the problem of risk management. Special
attention is paid to increasing of enterprises’ operating efficiency by means of risk-management system
development in business organizations.
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