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Abstract. This article analyzes some aspects of thinking as psychic process and 

describes probable variety of approaches, goals, and conceptions of thinking 
modeling. There are made the conclusions about general recommendations to the 
modeling process.  
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Abstract. This article describes the development of a task scheduler of the 

operating system Linux, planning aims and the necessary properties of planners. There 
are made the conclusions about the need for new planners, whitc, unlike the existing 
ones, will be targeted in the first place not to ensure a "comfortable" communication 


