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Summary 
Zhulinsky Mykola. Sense of life in the light of evolutionary consciousness. 
This paper analyzes the sense of the human life in the context of evolutionary 

consciousness theory, which doesn’t reject or opposite any thesises of philosophical 
science history. Its only expands them. The conception called “essence of life” 
contain human past and future lives, material and spiritual human sides, its 
uniqueness as a part of internal endless. A human appears as a result of evolution 
and simultaneously a “laboratory of consciousness”, transitional historical process. 
Human function is to individualize their consciousness, to find internal freedom 
getting stronger. Attention is focused on the unity of material and spiritual human 
sides, its uniqueness as a part of internal endless. The inclusion Earth in the 
meaning of life allows to clarify the sense of life in our conflicting and chaotic 
world. 

Keywords: spirit, consciousness consciousness plans, individualization of 
consciousness, reincarnation, Spirit evolution. 
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Summary 
azurenko Volodymir. Searcying the ways of assessment of the manage-

ment efficiency. 
The efficiency of modern development depends on the level of management 

efficiency. Thus a considerable role is played by the ability to approve and intro-
duce the latest achievements of management science and practice. Lately for the 
assessment of efficiency of functioning institution benchmarking and mathematical 
methods are used. Benchmarking does not give any numerical expression of the 
assessment of efficiency. Therefore, the article deals with the assessment of efficien-
cy method with the use of distribution function and accounting formulas of poten-
tial opportunities for the institution taking into account an optimal management. 

Keywords: effective of management, potential opportunities, benchmarking, 
forecasting, the changes, the level of preparedness, the comparative, the char-
acteristics, the system, the competition, the uncertainty, network schedule. 


