Port Health and Public Protection Key Risks
The table below shows a selection of our key risks which form part of our Departmental Risk Tracker. These are reported to Committee as part of
the periodic Business Plan Progress Reports.
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Ratings Risk Status Control Evaluation
R - Red High risk, requiring constant monitoring and deployment of robust control measures. Existing controls are not satisfactory
. . L L L ) Existing controls require improvement/Mitigating controls identified but not yet implemented
Medium risk, requiring at least quarterly monitoring, further mitigation should be considered. fully 9 q P gating y b
G - Green Low risk less frequent monitoring, consideration may be given to applying less stringent Robust mitigating controls are in place w ith positive assurance as to their effectiveness

control measures for efficiency gains.




