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The problems of forming the management information systems on the modern enterprises are shown,
the program products are analyzed and an estimation procedure of their efficiency at applying on the
enterprises is proposed.
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In article problems in activization of a state policy of development of economy and creation of
conditions for acritical development of the Russian economy are formulated; it is proved, that transition
to an innovative way of development is connected to necessity of use of toolkit of anti-recessionary
management for maintenance of positive dynamics to processes of innovative transformations of economy
in the strategic period.




