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Current Priority
What is the priority currently given to logical/physical
security convergence?
Best-in-Class arganizations lead the way in locking at logical security and physi-
cal security as par of an integrated securty governance and rizk managenent
strateqy.
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Figure 1. Curment priority given to logicaldphysical secunity integration {Source : Aberdesn Group)
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Figure 3—Risks Included in an ERM Program
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Results may not total 100 percent as respondents were allowed to select more than one answer.
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