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Abstract

This study aims need set of mind to construction manager built a theory logic conceive decision making system and principles
designed to create the administrative procedures that a company needs to integrate management and environmental concerns into
its daily business practices. Integrate considerations of risk reduction and wise resource management into daily business decision
making environmental that includes performance and cost. Seek to make better Dynamic time solutions that promote
competitiveness set of management mind provide business with tools and methodologies management participation, psychology,
philosophy effects of resource flows. A last of understand use of the decision making element principal as a guideline for
evaluating and ranking approaches. The result of this study are summarized as follows; (1) setting for approach decision making
of manager police, (2) dynamic of time and management mind (3) a primary factor out environment to decision making (4)
methodologies of set up system for management mind (5) expectation effect of management mind

Keywords : Rationalistic Decision Making, Internal Inertia, Dynamic Thinking, Synergy Effect, Vacuum of Needs
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