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<H-1> AEA @aapelsh da oaane b

Old Paradigm New Paradigm

- RM. applied to pure risk and speculative business

- RM. applied only to pure risk risks

+ Functional approach, limited to the RM. department| * 1 T0°SS approach transcending functions and

divisions
* Operational perspective * Operational and strategic perspective
* Risk manager - Risk process or risk champion
* Senior management support + Senior management support and involverment

A o)d g, Melaauel R, A4 el Ay, 2004,
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<F-2> M2 gzaamwe] gl did A

71 A BIA
COsO Internal Control-Integrated Framework(1992)
Economist Intelligence Unit Managing Business Risks(1985)

Canadian Institute Of Chartered

Ful )
e nts Criteria Of Control Board | Ctidanee For Control(15%)

The Conference Board Of Canada A Conceptual Framework For Integrated Risk Management(1997)
rican Institute Of Certified Public Report Of The Special Committee On Assurance Services (1997)
Accountants

Canadian Institute Of  Chartered|Learning About Risk: Choice, Connections And Competencies
Accountants Criteria Of Control Board | (1998)

Institute Of Internal Auditors Research|Risk Managerment: Changing The Internal Auditor’S Paradigm
Foundation (1998)

International Federation Of Accountants
Financial And Management Accounting
Committee

Joint Australian/New Zealand Standard Risk Management (1999)

Canadian Institute Of Chartered |Guidance For Directors—Dealing With Risk In The Board-Room
Accountants Criteria Of Control Board — [(1999)

The Institute Of Chartered Accountants In
England And Wales Internal Control
Working Party

American Institute Of Certified Public

Accountants/Canadian Institute Of Charted|Managing Risk In The New Economy (2000)
Accountants Risk Advisory Service

Enhancing Shareholder Weslth By Better Managing Business Risk
(1999)

Internal Control: Guidance For Directors On The Combined Code
(1999)

Enterprise  Risk Management-Integrated  Framework And
L Application Techniques (2004)
212 “Tomas L.Barton 9] 3¢] Introduction To Enterprise Risk Management, Prentice Hall, 200291 213l =3

COSO
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ofel XE 7Y

| emon Mg Qs shiel BEshE Sl g1, A7 vich
2o adolat TASAc WAE AAS Qe AHOIHCE- T, A

Chapman(2006)- Ak ¥4, elz=z i, 2lam 54, elaa g7t 2= 713, 1eja
o)~z vha) W S 6714 TARAS AAEkL itk COSONAM ARk AR SEE]
el W37 (Inter Environment), 53 ~H(Objective Setting), AFA 212l(Event
Identification), 212> %37HRisk Assessment), 212271 th-3Risk Response), $4| &
(Control Activity), A% 2 2AkARS(Information And Communication), Z-UE#
(Monitoring) & 87H @42 FA =] vt

<E-4> A gramE 74 8s

A7 74 8%

- identification of risks/uncertainties
- analysis of inplications

- response to minimize risk

- allocation of appropriate contingencies
- risk identification

Merna(2002) - analysis and response

- implemented a 15-step

- risk identification

- risk quantification and analysis

- risk response

- define - focus - identify
Chapman & Ward(1997) . structure -+ ownership + estimate
- evaluate © plan

- risk awareness

Lam(2003) - risk measurement

- risk control

- analysing the business

- risk identification

- risk assessment

Smith(1996)

Prmbok(1996),
Mermna & Al-Thani(2005)

Chapman(2006 . .
P ( ) - risk evaluation
- risk planning
+ risk management
. inter environment - objective setting
s . event identification - risk assessment
COSO2004) e

+ 1isk response + control activity
. information and communication +  monitoring
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Risk Portfolic
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Enterprise-wide Risk Management
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- = ouz A 719490 43 dans ApHeR L AR ]
© AF-A3E %Q(Fmanaal Statement Method)
]

Aol HHE 2]2mts ARG SARA) o] A el L]
. EL}:_:IQ] _g 2 o]U} X}A]_ m Q]olo} 7]_1: 'l“H =1 H]QOJ /7} oo]r,o ,]),1
© 273 EA(Analysis Of Past Loss Expenonce)
L uleel] wHg RseE &4 dEA] wig fE83 AR
A &3 BEE 49 A8 % T F EEt SAEe) B &4 HEs B
7303% —4 tﬁ§}'n 213k ’\H 2¢ wlzame) whavbed e

AR =] =
oF Z&o] uje} &R &5 5% (External Flow Chart)$} W32 5E 5% (Internal Floe
Chart) & 74
g A
(Analysis Of | - =14, AAA, A4, e, WEH @Rust 4gel el vl 9EE A
Environment)
. 39 A 2 Bl(Subsystem) 7o) AE kst A 2l aAaE SR
9 System Hazard Analysis Questi onnalre
Az gimd | odeEska dle] dEAE Buia 3, BAMste] 7H Bajgksel WAlg 2aag spet
(System © Hazard Logic Tress
Approach) Aol A, FAHes BiFe] & =Eg AEEaL AAH oz =13 2 B4
© Gross Hazard analysis
colE] ThA) EFoA Fode] T &9 "ste] B} Alzmoz A J
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Controlled Interval And Memory Technique, Monte Carlo Simulation, Sensitivity
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(loss control) Fof EAFRE ZAAT=(ER 7% 1 loss reduction) A& HHow &
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1838 223247} (non-insurance transfer) 2t 1.8 (insurance)-& &3 #
2z 0 A2 391 reloleEl= AR | 2007, 4915 2 59 o

financing) 2z A}

(risk transfer)
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ol wP(worry factor method), 17185 BF¥H(critical probability method), &
(break-even probability method), 71tH&-8 ¥ H(expected utility method), ~1
2]a1 AR *owﬂ*é Bl (capital budgeting method) 5°1 U=
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5. sdEF 7Ide g3 B4 2 ZUHY

s 7199 2lam Bexhs elaa de] gFE FAH o R Sash) S8 g
W] Ay B, 2laa ) gl oIk 2|3, 24, B4, RUEE, tela gl
el st o)X ks S wEE AN )5S Falslelok s 2lam wia) AA Sy
A AR Blaa g By glaantelie] M) oRE 7439 sz
2] A3 A A1 (risk management policy) 9} 22~ #he] B3 2ol "o sk Aol
Ae Arshs gz gl vy 58 Bl A Ee R,

S 7199 Hzaa Bk gl g Aol FEva Fay So=
AT} A2 G AR DD Q) 2710 Ak gadsieli=x]l] ek BA
B7F 324, EAY] 71%oe] =l Aaw]olof s}

A slatell AA wam Pejr) BEa 2A4E7] YEiis A e s
et Apzt sh At ohe) 27 Addzke] g)lam e Huo) tigt F879l
SrtEol djdon Hastua gag Pajol] ek we-S ¥ gy zlspde
TRz Zlo] ughrsh),

S s g1 el 54l wet eaag delshe 220 Hert vhke 4= glon)
URFH o2 SeE V1] AEAQ gl veE 98] FAK glam wel L9993

¢} CRO(Chief Risk Officer) S ¥E3tsh= 2]22= #ha] A9 Kaje] TAjo] @ te]ozl)

o

A7 ol elel) FHE E I VIS Aol BEa Zo), 1%
AR elszte] Wale] AR e, AN W 15719 219 elame] big /1 e
2joad gheloll vhak AbEE @ S, ela vlaa el €9 videe] A9 3
5o P Aglel elea pelel Bene A4 Addskn ok

53] C0502] ANV 2)2sgre] Zelelelm wrel S S St /1%iSe] 719] 714
B AL 93 WA 2] TR BUST, e e Vs oA
AARA Blesmazke] AR TR S 2 Qlek AT AR 9 Az gr|e e
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