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1. Introduction

Risk Management
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2. Literature Review
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3. Methodoloqgy
£ JU Jouaedl M5 (e £9,dd | IS g aBgill Jlas¥l yboliel oy el csglund pliiinl J) Siues

e il ol
CATREIE}(SRY RISK COVER

wallall wleglall Jlasl 21 | 1 /Process Delay

Slelead! ol nalssll ks | 2 /Absence of key staff

OPERATIONS
88! ol e Juas¥l 0] das aslas sue | 3 /Process Non Compliance

RS gorid! § Axliall cilrsol o gewiddl ol | 4 /Lack of coordination

PEOPLE

ole [ . . -

it cslslall 4w | 5/Confidentiality of Data

INFORMATION

g8 4y Al wlexdl | 6 / Attack
TECHNOLOGY alalaedl gl | 7 /Configuration changes

3.1 Risks Matrix and Bow-Tie to find the response plan
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3.2 Risk (Probability & Impact )
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3.3 (Risk contingency & Impact Cost)
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TABLE 4

Risk contingency Impact Cost Probability List of Risks NO
RS RS
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4. Results and discussions
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