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Design and implementation on Safety assesment system
for security threat analyzing
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Abstract

Risk of damage on information system being grow according to increasing its dependence rate on
most of organization. On this work, make planed for a safety assessment system in which
information protection management system and threat analyzing method. Also, during threat
assesment, we have planned possible an equal-weight applied assesment and considering the
characteristics of the organization, an assesment which security factor's weight is variably applied
to, and respective organizations to examine its security by itself in order to support the easy
findings of the vulnerabilities on the management point of view, and to show the advices to practice. .
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Fig. 1 Information protection management process
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