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DIAGNOSIS OF THE LEVEL OF ECONOMIC SECURITY IN A CRISIS 
OPERATION OF THE BUSINESS 

Sudakova O., PhD in Tech.Sc., Gerasimova O., PhD in Tech.Sc. 
Zalunin V., Dr of Econ.Sc., Obux V. 

Prydniprovs’ka State Academy of Civil Engineering and Architecture 
In the conditions of aggravation of economic crisis the question of economic security 
has  gained  special  relevance.  Increase  of aggression of external and, partly, internal  
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environment has led to emergence of new threats and strengthening of their influence on 
effectiveness of activity of the enterprises. Prevention of negative influence of a complex of 
external and internal threats is possible by ensuring timely reaction to them and creation of 
conditions for safe development by effective management of economic security within the 
general enterprise management system. Concerning that, there was a problem of revision of 
the existing principles and approaches to management of economic security and their 
improvement taking into account new demands which are made by unstable external 
environment of functioning of the enterprises. One of such requirements is efficiency and 
productivity of administrative decisions which can be provided using modern instruments of 
management, including diagnostics. The article describes the theoretical positions and 
methodical recommendations about the diagnostics of economic security of the enterprise. 
The concept of management of economic security of the enterprise, based on structural and 
functional approach to management, is developed. The mechanism of diagnostics of level of 
economic security of the enterprise, based on the system of key indicators, is worked out. 
The mechanism of choice of points of growth of the enterprise, based on ideas of the theory 
of restrictions, is elaborated. The mechanism of conclusion of the enterprise from crisis, 
based on the concept of management of cost, is developed. The system of management of 
economic security of the enterprise which is suggested in the article is based on the 
reproductive approach taking into account influence of economic contradictions. 
 
Keywords: economic security of the enterprise, diagnostics of economic security of the 
enterprise, management system of economic security of the enterprise, diagnostics  of 
security level, conclusion from crisis. 
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