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Abstract  

How do German banks manage the emerging risks from IT innovations, e.g. cyber risk? With 

a focus on process, roles and responsibilities, field data from ten banks participating in the 

2014 ECB stress test were collected by interviewing IT managers, risk managers and 

external experts. Current procedures for handling emerging risks in German banks were 

identified from the interviews and analysed, guided by the extant literature.  

A clear gap was found between Enterprise Risk Management (ERM) as a general approach 

to risks threatening firms’ objectives, and ERM’s neglect of emerging risks, e.g. those 

associated with IT innovations. The findings suggest that ERM should be extended towards 

the collection and sharing of knowledge to allow an initial understanding and description of 

emerging risks, as opposed to the traditional ERM approach involving estimates of impact 

and probability. For example, as cyber risks emerge from an IT innovation, the focus may 

need to switch towards reducing uncertainty by knowledge acquisition. Since single 

managers seldom possess all relevant knowledge of an IT innovation, various stakeholders 

may need to be involved, exploiting their expert knowledge. 
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1. Introduction 

Cyber risks are on the increase – especially as a result of IT innovation, a key driver of 

business progress in most industries that inevitably brings significant emerging risks as well 

as potentially profitable opportunities (Ali et al., 2014; Bhargava, 2014; COSO, 2017; Roland 

Berger, 2015). Although not entirely new, the pace and impact of IT innovation and its 

implications have accelerated recently (Price and Adams, 2015), with emerging cyber risks 

as a major concern. 

Many industries, which were until recently relatively stable and safe, now face disruptive IT 

innovations, e.g. the taxi industry (Uber) and hotel accommodation (Airbnb). Similarly 

banking has been disrupted by: new payment services (e.g. Google Wallet); peer-to-peer 

lending; crowd-sourced equity funding and digital currencies (Medcraft, 2015). In the 

insurance sector, IT innovations include technologies such as big data and telematics on the 

underwriting side and mobile apps and comparison sites in terms of supply. 

IT innovations create significant strategic risks for established organisations, threatening their 

market share and ultimately their survival. In addition, in their attempts to respond to these 

strategic risks, often through IT innovations of their own, established organisations can face 

substantial and often unfamiliar cyber risks: risks which may only emerge once a new 

innovation has been implemented (Ruan, 2017). 

The organisational and risk management literatures have responded only slowly to these 

innovation-driven opportunities and their associated emerging risks (Aven, 2016; Feduzi and 

Runde, 2014; Flage and Aven, 2015). This gives rise to several unanswered questions: 

Research Question 1 (RQ1): What suggestions can be offered by enterprise risk 

management to manage these IT innovation-driven emerging risks?  

Research Question 2 (RQ2): When is an uncertainty understood to be an emerging risk?  

Research Question 3 (RQ3): Who should be involved in the management of emerging risks 

from IT, according to banks and consultants? 

These questions have been largely ignored in both theory and practice (Wilson et al., 2010). 

In terms of our study, 70% of interviewees had not actively considered emerging IT risks in 

their risk management. Banks in general adopted a passive stance, waiting to see how 

things developed, and how other banks responded.  

The current academic debate suggests that the management of emerging risks, such as 

cyber risks, requires an enterprise-wide approach (Anginer et al., 2014; COSO, 2017; RIMS, 

2010). Not only because such risks can have a far-reaching effect on the operations and 

reputations of organisations, but also because of the opportunities which can be gained from 



  3 

IT innovation. Hence, this is both a strategic and an operational issue and the risk 

management tool which is currently applied to handle both is typically Enterprise Risk 

Management (ERM) (COSO, 2017). However, existing risk management, and especially 

ERM, was not designed to address these emerging risks. As far back as 1992 Kloman 

pointed to this issue when defining risk management, as “… the art of making alternative 

choices, an art that properly should be concerned with anticipation of future events rather 

than reaction to past events” (Kloman, 1992, p.302). Yet, the difficulty with ERM is that it is 

reactive, and, even to the extent that it looks forward, it relies on incomplete and largely 

historical knowledge. ERM is largely focused on managing what we know, rather than what 

we do not know.  

This argument is backed up by the current research where interviewees focused on familiar 

risks and contexts, and all but three of the banks surveyed were lacking a pro-active 

approach to emerging IT risks. It was also found that, although interviewees recognised the 

importance of collecting knowledge in order to reduce uncertainty, they did not necessarily 

understand how to achieve this. One key problem is identifying the range of experts to 

involve in the knowledge gathering process (risk, IT, HR, etc.), a problem that the literature 

on ERM has also failed to address.   

Our paper first presents a review of the current literature in relation to our three research 

questions, followed by our chosen methodology for addressing them. This discussion of 

methodology provides the structure for subsequent sections presenting our findings and 

conclusions.  

 

 

 



  4 

2. Literature Review 

This review focuses on four key factors which can influence how emerging IT risks are 

managed using conventional ERM tools. These four factors also form the basis for a 

subsequent analysis of the research findings:  

1. Risk field – emerging risks and respective definitions (Aven, 2012; Jäger, 2009). This 

is a review of the current literature to facilitate a general understanding of the ongoing 

debate on emerging risks. 

2. Procedures – practices and procedures for the management of emerging risks (Arena 

et al., 2010). This area is explored in relation to RQ1: What suggestions can be 

offered by enterprise risk management to manage these IT innovation-driven 

emerging risks? 

3. Risk rationalities – how companies convert uncertainties into risks (Emblemsvåg, 

2010). The literature is reviewed to provide insights into RQ2: When is an uncertainty 

understood to be an emerging risk? 

4. Uncertainty experts – the involvement of employees in an organisation’s 

management of risks (Mikes, 2009). This field of literature relates to RQ3: Who 

should be involved in the management of emerging risks from IT according to banks 

and consultants? 

2.1 Risk field: IT innovation and emerging risks 

This section reviews the literature on IT innovations and subsequent emerging risks (RQ1). 

The current literature characterises emerging risks, and especially cyber risks, from IT 

innovations as being complicated, both because they are dynamic (meaning the nature of the 

risk can change) and because new risks can arise very suddenly (Beasley et al., 2016; 

Köhler and Som, 2014). The term emerging risk has been shaped primarily by the insurance 

sector in the last ten years (IAA, 2008; Jäger, 2009; Munich Re, 2016). However, the 

insurance literature on emerging risks is generally related to the concept of low probability 

and high consequence (Fischbacher-Smith and Fischbacher-Smith, 2009) and are not 

exclusively cyber-related (e.g. the effects of global warming). For this reason, emerging risks 

are of special interest to an insurer, as emerging risk can lead to high-loss claims (IAA, 2008) 

and potentially to the development of new products. The last five years have shown a 

gradual trend in other industries towards paying more attention to emerging risks and their 

frequent connection with IT innovations, recognising that IT innovations present both new 

opportunities and associated cyber risks (Beasley et al., 2016; Diaz-Rainey et al., 2015; 

RBS, 2014).  
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Even though academia agrees on the recently-acknowledged interconnectivity of emerging 

risks, the analysis of these risks is very limited. Research on IT innovations and their impact 

on the banking industry has been widely discussed in academia over the last twenty years 

(Wilson et al., 2010), yet research on IT innovation and its related emerging cyber risks has 

only recently emerged (Diaz-Rainey et al., 2015; Häckel et al., 2015). Furthermore, from a 

literature review it can be concluded that no consensus exists on the understanding, or even 

the mere definition, of emerging risks and the cyber risks associated with IT innovations 

(Aven, 2016; Flage and Aven, 2015).  

 

2.2 Procedures: ERM in practice 

The manner in which professionals work together in the management of uncertainties and 

risks is highly influenced by the procedures applied in ERM practice (Arena et al., 2010), 

which are reviewed and summarised in Table 1. Studies of the last 15 years have focused 

predominantly on (A) organisational factors associated with ERM, (B) defining what ERM is, 

and (C) the effectiveness of ERM. Table 1 lists these ERM studies in alphabetical order. 

Each ERM study has been allocated to a research classification and geographical area. In 

addition, each is specified as a quantitative or qualitative research approach, and the 

research topic and main findings are summarised.  

 

Author Research 
classification 
and area 

Quantitative, 
qualitative 

Research topic Main findings 

Aebi et al. 
(2012) 

(A) 
 
Banks in North 
America during 
the financial 
crisis from 2007 
to 2008 

Quantitative 
study 

Investigate 
whether ERM 
related corporate 
governance 
mechanisms are 
related to better 
performance 
during financial 
crisis. 

Banks should improve 
their ERM; embed risk 
governance by CEO 
and CRO at the same 
level; CRO reporting 
to the board raises 
performance. 

Arena et al. 
(2010) 

(A), (B) 
 
Three Italian 
non-financial 
firms from 2002 
to 2008  

Qualitative 
longitudinal 
multiple-case 
study, 41 
interviews 

Investigate 
organisational 
variations in ERM.  
 

ERM is different in all 
firms due to pre-
existing practices;  
ERM success 
depends on experts 
and their power. 
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Author Research 
classification 
and area 

Quantitative, 
qualitative 

Research topic Main findings 

Beasley et 
al. (2015) 

(A), (C) 
 
645 members of 
the American 
Institute of 
Certified Public 
Accountants 

Quantitative 
descriptive 
statistics 
analysis 

Explores how 
boards and 
management 
effect ERM 
adoption and 
maturity. 

ERM maturity is 
positively related to 
the involvement of the 
board and to ERM 
training for senior 
management. 

Eckles et al. 
(2014) 

(C) 
 
69 firms 
adopting ERM 
between 1995–
2008 

Quantitative 
desk-top 
analysis  

Tests the 
hypothesis that 
ERM reduces 
firms’ cost of 
reducing risk. 

ERM firms have lower 
stock return volatility; 
operating profits per 
unit of risk increase 
post-ERM adoption. 

Farrell and 
Gallagher 
(2015) 

(C) 
 
225 cross 
industry firms, 
which took the 
RIMS ERM 
maturity 
assessment 
between 2006–
2011 

Quantitative 
desk-top 
analysis 

Analyses the 
valuation 
implications of 
ERM maturity. 

Firms with a mature 
ERM have a higher 
firm value (Tobin’s Q 
premium of 25%); the 
most important 
aspects are top-down 
executive 
engagement and ERM 
culture. 

Grace et al. 
(2015) 

(C) 
 
Insurance 
companies in 
the USA 

Desk-top 
analysis 

Investigates which 
aspects of ERM 
add value. 

ERM aspects adding 
value are economic 
capital models and 
risk managers 
reporting to the CEO. 

Halliday 
(2013) 

(A) 
 
Executives from 
the SandP/ASX 
200 index in 
Australia 

Mixed 
method 
research; 
Desk-top 
analysis and 
survey 

Examines 
organisational 
structure in risk 
management.  

Board audit committee 
oversight of ERM. 
ERM should report to 
CFO or CRO. 

Hoyt and 
Liebenberg 
(2011) 

(C) 
 
275 publicly-
traded insurers 
in the USA 

Quantitative 
desktop 
research, 
data from 
1998 to 2005 

Measures the 
extent of ERM and 
its value 
implications. 

ERM is associated 
with higher firm value, 
indicated by a Tobin’s 
Q premium of 20%. 

Kmec 
(2011) 

(B) 
 
Single case 
study, energy 
company 

Not further 
specified 

Identifies risk. Proposes a risk 
identification method 
which is a synthesis of 
existing tools. 
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Author Research 
classification 
and area 

Quantitative, 
qualitative 

Research topic Main findings 

Mikes 
(2009) 

(B) 
 
Two financial 
institutions  

Qualitative 
research, 
field study 
with 75 
interviews 

Classifies ERM 
types and how 
they achieve 
organisational 
significance. 

Suggests two types of 
ERM models:  
1. driven by strong 
shareholder value,  
2. corresponding to 
risk-based internal 
control imperative. 

Paape and 
Speklé 
(2012) 

(A), (C) 
 
825 firms 
headquartered 
in the 
Netherlands 

Empirical 
work; 
secondary 
data; 
quantitative 

Shows the extent 
of ERM 
implementation 
and the effects on 
risk management 
effectiveness. 

ERM is influenced by 
regulations, internal 
factors, ownership 
structure, and 
frequency of risk 
assessment; no 
evidence that COSO 
improves ERM. 

Tekathen 
and Dechow 
(2013) 

(B), (C) 
 
One German 
firm, industry 
and time range 
not specified 

Qualitative 
research, 
singular case 
site, semi-
structured 
interviews 

Explores how ERM 
and accountability 
are related. 

Implementation of 
ERM does not ensure 
organisational risk 
management 
ERM does not help to 
reduce uncertainty. 

Table 1: Summary of recent ERM studies 

 

Procedures in this context include a range of risk management processes and tools. One 

common source of these procedures is the components of the COSO (Committee of 

Sponsoring Organizations of the Treadway Commission) ERM approach. Although COSO is 

often criticised for only providing broad guidance, leaving details to the adopting 

organisations (Hayne and Free, 2014), Paape and Speklé (2012) found that 43% of ERM 

adopters apply the COSO ERM approach. 

However, while the COSO approach is popular, the guidance from COSO and the related 

academic literature on ERM says very little on how ERM procedures should be used to 

address emerging IT-related risks. A strongly practice-oriented framework was issued in 

2013 by the Information Systems Audit and Control Association (ISACA) and the IT 

Governance Institute. The “CobiT 5 for Risk” framework is primarily designed for IT and audit 

practitioners (Babb, 2013). CobiT (Control Objectives for IT and related Technology) aims to 

inform IT-related strategies and operations and supports legal compliance with regulatory 

requirements. However, very few academic studies have evaluated the effectiveness of 

CobiT or investigated where or how it has been adopted (Ridley et al., 2008). Existing 

research has been published primarily in association with ISACA or the IT Governance 

Institute, neither of which is considered to be independent (Ridley et al., 2008). In addition, 
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the “iNTeg-Risk ERMF” (Early Recognition, Monitoring and Integrated Management of 

Emerging, New Technology related Risks, Emerging Risk Management Framework, funded 

2009-13 by the seventh framework programme of the European Union) focuses on the early 

recognition and management of emerging technology risks, in which technology is not limited 

to IT. The basis for this is the ISO 31000 and IRGC framework (Jovanovi and Löscher, 

2013). To date, this framework has attracted little attention from academics. Hence, the 

literature review points towards insufficient knowledge of which ERM procedures are critical 

to the management of emerging risks (Hayne and Free, 2014); 

2.3 Risk rationalities 

Risk rationalities represent how companies conceptualise uncertainty and risk (Emblemsvåg, 

2010) (RQ2). One of the most salient features of innovation is uncertainty (García-Granero et 

al., 2015), and the connections between innovation, uncertainty, and risk are recurrently 

discussed in various streams of literature (e.g. Bowers and Khorakian, 2014; Köhler and 

Som, 2014; Maynard, 2015; Praeg, 2014).  

Many academics discuss Knight’s distinction between risk and uncertainty (Gollier et al., 

2013; Mikes, 2011; Power, 2009; Zhao et al., 2015), suggesting that “pure” uncertainty 

implies that no information about possible future circumstances and their probabilities exists, 

while risk implies at least a partial knowledge of such probabilities (Krane et al., 2014). 

Moreover, Knight defines risk as the form of incomplete knowledge for which the future can 

be predicted through the laws of chance (Perminova et al., 2008), including the possibility of 

expressing future events in probability distributions (Aven, 2010a; Bjerga and Aven, 2015). 

This view of risk and uncertainty is often reflected in the financial industry literature on risk 

management. This literature chiefly discusses risks as occurring from an imaginable 

situation, which implies a particular state of knowledge, while uncertainty infers that there is 

no unanimity about the state of things (Perminova et al., 2008). Perminova et al. (2008) 

argue that: “Whereas risk concerns itself with the calculation of probabilities based on certain 

facts, uncertainty concerns itself with epistemology, i.e. are we certain of the facts?” (p.76).  

In the academic literature, uncertainty is often reflected in the concept of probability and its 

assessment (Feduzi and Runde, 2014). Aven (2010b) agrees with this view but warns that 

the assignment of probability could even lead to camouflaging uncertainties, which could 

leave important uncertainties unconsidered. Consequently, many scholars have criticised risk 

managers for not specifically considering pure uncertainty as an important aspect of risk 

(Aven, 2010a; Bromiley and Rau, 2014; March, 1987). Klüppelberg et al. (2014) suggest that 

further research on uncertainty is warranted to move the attention “… from risk exposure as 

a basis of decision making to situations where the probability distribution of a random 

outcome is unknown” (p.402). Uncertainty in relation to emerging risks can be significant and 
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can affect all risk parameters, such as likelihood and impact. This creates significant risk 

management challenges and organisations may struggle to collect information to help reduce 

uncertainty and increase their resilience to respond to the unexpected. 

So far, it seems that empirical research on the influence of uncertainty and risk on risk 

management practice is yet to emerge (Gollier et al., 2013). The concept of uncertainty, and 

especially the question of when uncertainty turns into a risk, has rarely been mentioned in 

ERM research (Bromiley and Rau, 2014). This neglect of definitions has been criticised by a 

number of scholars who point out that the concepts of risk and uncertainty can be of special 

importance in fresh contexts, e.g. IT innovations, where experience and knowledge about 

future states and risks are limited (Dombret, 2015; Maynard, 2015). 

 

2.4 Uncertainty experts: organisational roles  

Closely linked to the discussion of uncertainty and risk are studies that explore how risk 

rationalities are dealt with in practice, and which organisational roles are involved (RQ3). 

Relevant experts are defined as employees of an organisation involved in the management 

of uncertainties and risks. Based on a typology developed by Mikes (2009), the four roles 

established in the current academic literature are briefly summarised. First, risk management 

experts deal with specific risk categories (e.g. credit risks), but the ERM literature hardly 

mentions which departments require risk managers or the exact responsibilities of a risk 

manager. Second, senior management is a common focus of the ERM literature. While some 

academics concentrate on the role of the Chief Risk Officer (CRO) (Mikes, 2009; Paape and 

Speklé 2012), others focus more broadly on risk oversight and the role of senior 

management (Beasley et al., 2015). Despite the emerging importance of CROs, Mikes and 

Kaplan (2015) maintain that the existence of CROs does not guarantee any kind of quality in 

the risk management process per se, probably due to the evolving definition of the exact 

duties and responsibilities of senior management in ERM (Keith, 2014). Third, the academic 

literature identifies the professional group of internal auditors as having a central role in the 

conceptualisation of uncertainty and in how risks are defined and further managed. Fourth, 

Arena et al. (2010) argue that accountants have traditionally played a key role in controlling 

uncertainty through the analysis of variances in performance.  

Thus, it can be concluded that academia and practitioners lack any consensus on the 

organisational structure and the application of human resources, which best support ERM for 

emerging risks (Liebenberg and Hoyt, 2003).  
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3. Data and Methodology  

This study explores how emerging risks from IT innovations are managed in the ERM 

process of twenty-five large German banks covered by the ECB and EBA stress test of 2014 

(EBA, 2014). Such large banks are generally more complex and the use of ERM processes 

tends to increase with complexity (Bessis, 2010). Another advantage of this empirical focus 

is that the ECB/EBA stress tests are designed to evaluate the resilience of the largest banks 

to hypothetical shocks, such as an economic downturn (Acharya et al., 2014). 

All twenty-five German banks of the focal population (Deutsche Bundesbank, 2014b) were 

contacted, and in the end eight banks agreed to be surveyed. In addition, two global, 

systemically important, banks (G-SIB) with representation in Germany were included, to 

allow rich descriptions of the phenomenon and an understanding of the research issue. 

Data on the ten banks was collected via semi-structured interviews as they allow direct 

human interaction and encourage the interviewee to expand and to discuss attitudes as well 

as facts (Gioia et al., 2013). The research adopted an embedded design that (mainly, see 

below) included anonymous interviews with the IT and risk manager from each bank, as well 

as six risk management consultants. Each bank became a separate case, and the risk 

consultants were treated as an eleventh case. The focus was on cross-case comparisons to 

allow the investigation of several perspectives and to understand the similarities and 

differences between the approaches adopted. Furthermore, the findings were compared to 

the extant literature, with conflicting as well as with consistent viewpoints considered.  

Cross-case analysis focused on the banks, but to further the understanding of the ten cases 

and obtain an independent view, the risk consultants’ interpretations were sought to support 

or challenge the view of the banks and in general to discuss the attitudes of German bank 

managers towards emerging IT risks. Table 2 lists the ten bank cases, comparisons of their 

total assets and interview respondents.  

Bank Total assets  Interviews:  

Risk Manager IT Manager 

A Large Yes Yes 

B Large Yes Yes 

C Medium Yes Yes 

D Small Yes No 

E Medium Yes Yes 
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Bank Total assets  Interviews:  

Risk Manager IT Manager 

F Medium Yes Yes 

G Small Yes No 

H Large Yes Yes 

I Large Yes No 

J Large Yes Yes 

Table 2: Overview of interviewed banks 

 
Bank D had outsourced the entire IT department and did not give approval to interview the IT 

provider for unspecified reasons. In banks G and I, a second interview was not possible as 

both banks reported a major risk-related incident, therefore the banks decided not to allow 

any further interviews at the point of investigation. Nevertheless, as the interviews from 

banks D, G, and I were comprehensive (though incomplete) and the researcher was allowed 

to raise additional questions after the initial interview, it was decided to include those banks 

in the case studies. 
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4. Findings and Analysis  

The analysis of the cases revealed a homogenous picture within each bank: IT and risk 

managers demonstrated solidarity, i.e. they were mostly found to share the firm’s declared 

strategy towards emerging risks, with little discrepancy between them. This corresponds with 

prior research showing that managers tend to share an organisation’s culture, without 

variation according to functional discipline (Jacks and Palvia, 2014). In contrast, the cross-

case analysis revealed wide differences between banks in corporate attitudes towards 

emerging risks from IT innovations and ERM practices. To capture these important 

differences, the study developed a classification system for the responses of interviewed 

managers, presented in the next section. 

For brevity, the acronyms RM and IM denote risk management and IT managers, with C for 

consultants, followed by a letter or number for the respective case, i.e. banks A to J, and 

consultants 1 to 6. Thus RMA refers to the risk manager of bank A and C-1 to risk consultant 

(1). 

The extant literature has identified IT innovation as a central source of value creation in 

organisations (Davis and Eisenhardt, 2011), while acknowledging the need for sound risk 

management. In contrast, however, the interview responses revealed that managers have a 

wide variety of attitudes toward IT innovations and the treatment of emerging IT risks, 

ranging from avoidance to an acknowledgement of the need to investigate IT innovations.  

In order to capture these risk management approaches and attitudes towards future ERM for 

emerging risk, a construct termed emerging risk management concern was developed. This 

construct and the assigned capabilities, which were later used to code the data, emerged 

from the interview responses and from both the academic and practitioner literatures on ERM 

and emerging risks (Beasley et al., 2015; COSO, 2004; Deutsche Bundesbank, 2014a; 

FFSA, 2014; IRGC, 2011; Kleffner et al., 2003; Teece, 2012; Wilson et al., 2010). Specific 

actions adopted and attitudes expressed by managers to promote or discourage risk 

management for emerging risks were identified. Following Graebner and Eisenhardt (2004), 

every action and attitude which enhanced the risk management process (e.g. management 

board oversight of emerging risks, risks also seen as an opportunity (Wu and Olson, 2008)) 

was coded and counted as +1. On the other hand, the researcher coded as minus 1 every 

action taken, and attitude expressed, that discouraged risk management, e.g. a lack of 

“ownership” of emerging risks or uncertainty only seen as being negative. These points were 

summed to a total score, which enabled the designation of each bank as being proactive, 

neutral, or discouraging (Graebner and Eisenhardt, 2004) towards risk management for 

emerging risks from IT innovations.  
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Bank Actions and attitudes expressed in the interviews Points Category 

A 
 Management lacks knowledge about IT innovations (-) 

 Lack of “ownership” for emerging risks (-) 

 Uncertainty seen as a disadvantage (-) 

 Risk assessment important (+) 

 Risk management and IT innovation process linked (+) 

 ERM in place (+) 

 Risk management focused mainly on the fulfilment of 

regulatory requirements (-) 

-1 Discouraging 

B 
 Difference between threat and risk (+) 

 Uncertainty seen as an advantage (+) 

 Risk oversight by management board (+) 

 ERM in place (+) 

 Strategic decision-making allowed by ERM (+) 

 Risk management and IT innovation process linked (+) 

+6 Proactive 

C 
 ERM in place (+) 

 Risk management mainly focuses on regulatory 

requirements (-) 

 Uncertainty is only seen as negative (-) 

 ERM must allow strategic decision-making (+) 

 Lack of “ownership” of emerging risks (-) 

 Work with other banks to share knowledge (+) 

0 Neutral 

D 
 Uncertainty seen as a disadvantage (-) 

 “Silo” risk management for emerging risks (-) 

 Risk oversight by management board (+) 

 Risk assessment important (+) 

0 Neutral 

E 
 Work with other banks to share knowledge (+) 

 Uncertainty seen as an advantage (+) 

 Risk assessment important (+) 

 Risk oversight by management board (+) 

 ERM in place (+) 

 Risk management focused mainly on the fulfilment of 

regulatory requirements (-) 

+4 Neutral 
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Bank Actions and attitudes expressed in the interviews Points Category 

F 
 Risk management focused mainly on the fulfilment of 

regulatory requirements (-) 

 “Silo” risk management for emerging risks (-) 

 Lack of “ownership” for emerging risks (-) 

 Management lacks knowledge about IT innovations (-) 

-4 Discouraging 

G 
 Uncertainty seen as a disadvantage (-) 

 Risk oversight by management board (+) 

 “Silo” risk management for emerging risks (-) 

-1 Discouraging 

H 
 Uncertainty seen as an advantage (+) 

 Risk oversight by management board (+) 

 ERM in place (+) 

 ERM must allow strategic decision-making (+) 

 Risk management and IT innovation process is linked (+) 

 Continuous activities to increase knowledge about 

emerging risks (+) 

+6 Proactive 

I 
 Uncertainty seen as an advantage (+) 

 Risk oversight by management board (+) 

 ERM in place (+) 

 ERM must allow strategic decision-making (+) 

 Risk management and IT innovation process linked (+) 

 Continuous activities to increase knowledge about 

emerging risks (+) 

+6 Proactive 

J 
 Risk oversight by management board (+) 

 ERM in place (+) 

 Continuous activities to increase knowledge about 

emerging risks (+) 

+3 Neutral 

Table 3: Emerging risk management attitudes of banks’ RM and IT managers 

 
The development of the construct emerging risk management concern and the assigned 

capabilities, which mainly emerged from the review of academic and practitioner literatures 

on ERM and emerging risks (Beasley et al., 2015; COSO, 2004; Deutsche Bundesbank, 

2014a; FFSA, 2014; IRGC, 2011; Kleffner et al., 2003; Teece, 2012; Wilson et al., 2010) 

helped to code the data and to assess if selected actions represented a discouraging, neutral 

or proactive attitude towards emerging risks. It was observed that managers at proactive 
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banks had taken steps to promote risk management for emerging risks. For example, the 

managers of bank I made a formal decision to collaborate with fintech companies to develop 

and test new IT innovations. The managers of bank B made a similar decision, creating an 

internal digital lab for designing, testing, and assessing IT innovations and their related risks. 

Managers at neutral banks had not proactively managed emerging risks so far, but were 

willing to consider it. As one manager said, "IT becomes more and more important. Data is a 

production factor” (IM-C). Managers at discouraging banks actively avoided risk 

management activities for emerging risks. For example, the management of bank D decided 

to delegate the entire responsibility for outsourced IT innovations and their risks to IT 

partners. 

Table 4 summarises the number of the banks that were summarised as discouraging, neutral 

or proactive towards ERM for emerging risks, emphasising the heterogeneity of different 

attitudes across banks (Graebner and Eisenhardt, 2004). 

Discouraging Neutral Proactive 

3 banks 4 banks  3 banks  

Table 4: Number of banks per classification category 

 
The following sections present cross-case analysis by contrasting the views of the 

discouraging, neutral, and proactive banks, and ny analysing the views expressed by the risk 

consultants. It was found that their descriptions of future ERM procedures for emerging risks 

were very similar to the views shared by the three proactive banks. Therefore, interview 

quotes from the risk consultants were included mainly to support the views of the managers 

in proactive banks. Where views deviated, this is explicitly noted.  

The structure introduced in the literature review is followed by structuring the findings and 

analysis in the four areas of interest.  

1. Risk field – to discuss how the interviewees in general understand emerging risks. 

2. Procedures – to explore RQ1: What suggestions can be offered by enterprise risk 

management to manage these IT innovation-driven emerging risks? 

3. Risk rationalities – to provide understanding on RQ2: When is an uncertainty 

understood as an emerging risk? 

4. Uncertainty experts – to explore RQ3: Who should be involved in the management of 

emerging risks from IT according to banks and consultants? 
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4.1 Risk field: findings and analysis 

The analysis of the risk field explores the key meanings attached to emerging risks from IT 

innovations, as expressed in the interviews, which emphasised that German banks attach 

various meanings to emerging risks from IT innovations. Common opinions as to the 

characteristics of emerging risks were: 

 Emerging risks are characterised by a lack of knowledge 

 Emerging risks are characterised by fast developing changes in risk 

 Emerging risk are dependent on the underlying IT innovation  

 Emerging risks are comprehended as risks with a high uncertainty. 

 

To further discuss the key meanings attached to emerging risks, the following matrix is 

applied:  

 

Figure 1: Emerging risks concepts based on IRGC (2011) 
 

Figure 2 displays the four emerging risk concepts related to knowledge of risk and context. 

Table 5 shows the frequency of the emerging risk concepts (I, II, III, and IV) occurring in the 

different cases. 

 

Quadrant Discouraging Neutral Proactive Consultant 

A F G C D E J B H J 1 2 3 4 5 6 

I)  X X X - - - - - - - - - - X - - 
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Quadrant Discouraging Neutral Proactive Consultant 

A F G C D E J B H J 1 2 3 4 5 6 

II)  - - - X - X - X X X X X - X - - 

III)  - - - X X X X X X X - X X X - X 

IV)  - - - X - - - X X X X X X X X X 

Table 5: Emerging risk concepts per case 

 
A familiar risk in a familiar context (quadrant I) was discussed by the discouraging banks and 

one. This concept was frequently mentioned to describe a situation in which, due to a change 

in knowledge, it was possible to detect a situation and conceptualise it as a risk. 

Two neutral and three proactive banks, as well as three consultants, reported that emerging 

risks are familiar risks but in a different context (quadrant II). In their view, knowledge about 

such a risk exists, but it must be adapted to the new context of the IT innovation. Data 

breach was a frequently mentioned example of this type of emerging risk. Allan et al. (2011) 

support this view: “… when people input incorrect data into a newly established IT system, 

this operational risk may cause serious problems in other fields, such as financial reporting or 

reputational risks through poor servicing. The combined symptom can be understood as an 

emerging risk but in fact it is deeply rooted in existing risks” (Allan et al., 2011, p.189). 

The most often identified concept describes emerging risks as a new risk in a familiar context 

(quadrant III). Across all the banks, this concept was discussed the most. However, none of 

the informants was able to provide an example of an emerging risk from an IT innovation. 

It is striking to note that only one neutral bank, all proactive banks, and all consultants 

discussed emerging risks as a new risk in a new context (quadrant IV). The other banks did 

not refer to this category.  

In addition, a common refrain from the banks is the relationship between the understanding 

of emerging risks and decision-making.  

“I find knowledge important, but at a certain point, you need to take a decision and 

you need to go for it. You cannot always wait until you have absolute certainty” (IM-

C).  

RM-B described emerging risks from IT innovations as strategic risk, and hence saw risk 

management as an important input to effective decision-making. Fourteen of the interview 

partners discussed decision-making in the context of emerging risks. C-6 acknowledged: 
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“The technology is going to enable running the model, not making the decision…” (C-

6).  

C-4 expressed his concern regarding decision-making and lack of knowledge as:  

“Let’s say we have the best process to manage a risk in a process. If people do not 

understand the underlying technology like artificial intelligence or blockchain, even 

closer things like APIs [application programming interfaces] or mobile apps, they will 

end up making the wrong decision. They will object to things, which they do not 

understand. They will allocate money to projects which are already obsolete” (C-4). 

The risk manager of bank C described emerging risks as involving a lack of knowledge and 

furthermore related this to the corporate culture of a bank:  

“Well, the corporate culture sets a certain way of thinking. Especially when new risks 

arise, I should approach them unbiasedly and eventually not even consider the status 

quo. And of course it is difficult to do so if I am anchored in the company and its 

philosophy and culture. A certain distance would be useful when working on this 

topic. But at the same time this topic cannot be outsourced, because it is a strategic 

subject and such subjects should stay in the company” (RM-C).  

Furthermore, interviewees generally agreed that most emerging risks are already known, but 

in a different context, and that these risks are already included in the bank’s risk inventory. 

Ten respondents argued that most of the risks from IT innovation have been present already 

in other situations (e.g. data breach). 

4.2 Procedures: findings and analysis 

Interviewees highlighted several ERM components which they deemed as being especially 

important in the management of emerging risks. Figure 1 summarises these ERM 

components (adopted from COSO, 2004) and indicates whether at least one interviewee 

mentioned them.  
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Figure 2: ERM components resulting from the interview analysis 

 
Figure 1 shows that the COSO categories of “establishing context”, “identifying risks”, 

“responding to risks”, and “communicating risks” were not commonly discussed during the 

interviews. On the other hand, “knowledge harvesting and sharing” and “risk assessment and 

monitoring” were frequently discussed and hence are further elaborated in the next sections. 

Before discussing the findings in detail, it has to be borne in mind that for banks D, G and I 

no interviews with the IT department were possible, and this represented an obvious 

omission. Therefore, the likelihood of each ERM component being mentioned was lower than 

for those banks subjected to two interviews. Furthermore, it should be noted that the column 

“Consult.” summarises all six interviewed consultants. Hence, the odds are higher that the 

consultants mention an ERM component, compared to the two interview partners 

representing a bank. 

Knowledge collection (harvesting) and sharing was the most frequently discussed topic, 

in eight of the ten cases, but the ERM literature is rather silent regarding this activity. 

However, research on risk management in general emphasises that managing risks is about 

managing knowledge, and scholars suggest that risks exist independently of human 

knowledge but that how they are perceived and conceptualised is very much dependent on 

prior knowledge (Khoo, 2012). The interviewees were frequently concerned about how to 

acquire knowledge about emerging risks. C-3 summarises his experience as:  

“You can never kind of lay back and say: … I’m 100 percent sure everything is 

running smoothly…. Because there is always … something new that could appear …” 

(C-3). 

Perminova et al. (2008) describe risk management as a means to discover unknown 

information. Christiansen and Thrane (2014) support this view by describing risk 

management as a vehicle to transfer information across different levels in an organisation. 
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Power (2004a) recommends that, when knowledge of a risk is scarce, risk management 

should act as “an information-gathering process” (p.54). 

The consultants each saw a strong need for continuous knowledge harvesting and sharing, 

and none of the discouraging banks or neutral banks mentioned this. Whereas academic risk 

research has strongly focused on the examination of risk identification, assessment, 

response planning, and monitoring (Taylor et al., 2011), knowledge harvesting and sharing 

has seldom been addressed.  

Seventeen managers discussed collaboration with other banks as a means of identifying and 

understanding more about IT innovations. Furthermore, they reported that outside expertise 

and participation in IT events are important in assessing new knowledge. Knowledge and 

expertise come from experience with a wide variety of cues and stimuli (O'Connor et al., 

2008). The IRCG (2011) argues that emerging risks have various sources with a possible 

impact on many organisations; therefore, they strongly suggest collaboration with other 

organisations to build up knowledge.  

With 39 mentions in the case studies, risk assessment comprised a second most 

frequently-raised topic. Respondents said that risk assessment was a prerequisite for 

triggering further actions, such as the identification of protective actions. Even though 

seventeen interviewees argued for risk assessment, only seven noted that assigned 

probabilities do not necessarily reflect the origin and amount of knowledge underlying the risk 

assessment. 

This latter view is also shared by Aven (2012), who argues that probabilities can always be 

assigned to a risk, but he suggests that probabilities do not show how much valid information 

underlies the assessment. For emerging risks, RIMS (2010) suggest that the assessment 

should go beyond quantification and include a qualitative assessment of the risk, in which 

alternative scenarios for the development of the risks are evaluated.  

The topic of risk assessment was discussed by one discouraging bank, three neutral banks, 

one proactive bank, and the risk consultants. Yet no details were provided for what exactly 

this ERM procedure should look like.  

The third most frequently-raised topic, with fifteen respondents, was risk monitoring. 

Interviewees proposed that more actions were required to monitor the development of a risk 

and to observe whether defined actions were sufficient, once emerging risks materialised.  

 “What I think is important as well, and what we are not good at, is to understand and 

validate measures and to validate whether the defined actions really would help if the 

risk actually occurs” (RM-F).  
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In the COSO framework for ERM, risk monitoring is described as a control process that 

ensures the efficient performance of all the components (COSO, 2004; Moeller, 2007), but 

interviewees did not share this view. Instead, they perceived risk monitoring as the 

requirement to oversee the development of emerging risks. Interviewees agreed that there is 

little guidance on how to monitor emerging risks (Conforti et al., 2013), by vaguely describing 

the concept and implications of risk monitoring.  

A concept discussed by five of the interviewees in relation to risk monitoring was the risk 

inventory. Two neutral banks described it as a portfolio of risks and respective risk 

description, which helps to identify and classify risks. Two banks (bank C and E) and two 

consultants found such an inventory to be essential as it helps to set a common language 

and defines a shared procedure. RM-H shared this view and related risk monitoring to the 

risk inventory: 

“Four, five years ago, we did not know the word cyber risk or system protection. It 

was not top of our key risks landscape… cyber risk is now officially a key risk. We 

have a framework for it … When we have an emerging risk, we assess that risk and 

then absolutely go do something that we believe is going to be an ongoing consistent 

… which is sort of then a monitoring framework and we … promote it to be part of our 

framework” (RM-H). 

4.3 Risk rationalities: findings and analysis 

Effective and efficient risk management requires an appropriate problem framing (Yeo, 

1995). This view emphasises the importance of risk conceptualisation.  

Nine managers of the banks reported that daily risk management procedures did not address 

uncertainty. Possible clarifications are provided by Bromiley et al. (2014), who found that 

managers, in contrast to non-managerial employees, tended to have a greater confidence in 

their decisions and perceived less uncertainty. In addition, March and Shapira (1987) 

claimed that managers downplay risks because of their self-confidence in influencing the 

situation. An alternative account could be that the banks perceive uncertainty as an 

underlying dimension of knowledge and, hence, do not always actively consider it.  

Especially in the theoretical academic literature, uncertainty is frequently debated, whereas 

the practice-oriented ERM literature rarely discusses the concept of uncertainty. Only 

recently have academics started to relate the concept of uncertainty to their practice- 

oriented enquiries. For example, Bjerga and Aven (2015) argue that, in a frequently changing 

risk landscape, uncertainty is a critical factor. However, in their seminal works, Kasperson et 

al. (1988) propose that individuals cannot deal with the full complexity and a multitude of 
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risks. As a result, simplifying mechanisms (i.e. rules-of-thumb) are used to evaluate risks, 

thus downplaying uncertainty. 

Ten interviewees (1) related the concept of uncertainty to probability frequencies, and nine 

(2) discussed uncertainty in the light of lacking knowledge and hence not being able to 

further describe the risk. Interestingly, the discouraging and neutral banks were more 

concerned with distinction (2), whereas the proactive banks reported that they first have to 

understand and gain knowledge about an emerging risk before they can quantify it 

(distinction 1). In the academic literature, both concepts are described as having an impact 

on risk management practice (Perminova et al., 2008; Renn et al., 2011).  

Seventeen informants related the concept of uncertainty to (2) a lack of knowledge about 

emerging risks. Furthermore, how IT innovation and risks may develop in the future was 

uncertain for many informants, and RM-J expressed this concern as: 

“Yet, we are all aware of it, and we know it can happen to us as well. That is why 

everybody is so alert. That is the subject of uncertainty, because you have examples 

from other industries in your mind and you are extremely careful that you do not get 

yourself into such a situation, which is the first step. And the next step is that we are 

trying to move to the head of this movement and lead this game” (RM-J). 

C-2 discussed whether data about uncertain states existed in order to assess risk, or 

whether banks actually do not make the effort to identify the data to overcome the 

uncertainty. He expressed his critical view of banks collecting data and creating knowledge 

as:  

“There is therefore a clear line between uncertainty and ignorance … Face 

uncertainty and do not ignore it” (C-2).  

RM-B also described IT innovation and the early detection of risks as a means to gain 

competitive advantage, and C-1, C-2, and C-5 perceived uncertainty as a driver for creativity 

in finding new solutions to a problem. This view was also shared by C-3 who stated:  

“It is almost an advantage as it keeps us on our toes and it ensures that we constantly 

innovate and that our systems are evolving over time. I would treat it as an 

advantage” (C-3).  

A number of scholars have discussed uncertainty in the context of innovation, mainly with 

regard to the economic success of the innovation (Häckel et al., 2015). However, in the 

interviews, the source of uncertainty was not brought up by any of the interviewees. 

Academia has frequently related the concept of uncertainty to a system view, in which 

uncertainty is seen as a result of complex systems where knowledge is lacking about the 
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variables and their interactions within a system. For example, White (1995) has argued that, 

when risk management fails, it is usually attributable to a failure to detect emergent risks 

arising out of the system. In these cases, risk management malfunctions in terms of 

recognising risks and underestimating their interaction in the system. Blockley (2013) adds to 

this view, suggesting that the more we understand about a system, the more likely false 

assumptions can be detected.  

None of the interviewed banks raised this topic, though a possible explanation may lie in a 

lack of resources. A recurring theme among the banks emphasised the severe pressure to 

ensure smooth and reliable operations and to comply with current rules and regulations. 

These two objectives could take up all of the banks’ resources and not allow for any further 

activities in relation to IT innovations. However, this was a frequently discussed concept with 

the consultants. They recommended that emerging risk experts needed to adapt a system 

view in order to understand the location and reason behind the emergence of a risk. 

“Enterprise-wide means that it must be an enterprise-wide system, as a look outside 

of the bank is therefore very important. And that means I must increasingly look into 

the risks of my business partners and customers, and the more I understand the 

risks, the sooner I see when something arises which may affect me” (C-2). 

Wu and Olson (2008) have proposed an interesting perspective by classifying ERM as a 

framework that allows the structured management of uncertainty in a sense that every risk, 

with its underlying uncertainty, can present an opportunity for the firm. Fifteen experts 

perceived emerging risks as a threat, but twelve also saw opportunities in emerging risks. It 

may be significant that only the proactive banks and the risk management consultants see 

emerging risks as pure chance. This could link to their interpretation of IT innovations as a 

source of competitive advantage. Eight informants also saw an opportunity in uncertainty as 

it can generate competitive advantage if managed properly.  

“Uncertainty is not a disadvantage. If uncertainty did not exist, then you would not 

need risk management. Uncertainty is the raison d'être of risk management” (RM-J). 

Emphasising the importance of risk communication to include various experts within the 

organisation to facilitate further risk management procedures (IRCG, 2011), the next section 

considers who should be involved in the ERM process.  

4.4 Uncertainty experts: findings and analysis 

ERM is a human resource-based process. Mikes and Kaplan (2015) argue that the 

effectiveness of risk management depends on the people who organise and contribute to risk 
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management processes, and in the interviews, C-4 stressed the importance of having the 

right people in place:  

“Oh yes, it is fundamentally all about the people. It is actually not about the IT or the 

industry. How fast paced the industry is has a role. But it is all about the skill set, the 

mind-set and the culture of the people… and the culture of the organisation. That is 

far more important than anything else” (C-4). 

C-2 sketched the skills of the experts thus:  

“You have to understand the world as an interconnected system, but within their team 

those experts also must take the role of a specialist. They must be able to link their 

area of expertise with other issues; they must be able to anticipate the future” (C-2). 

Banks B and F also relied on experts from outside their organisation to collect knowledge on 

emerging risks. RM-B found outside knowledge to be important since a corporate culture 

automatically influenced how risks are perceived and treated; therefore, he appreciated an 

outside view “to think outside the box” (RM-B).  

Interviewees mentioned fifteen different organisational roles (Table 6), which could be 

involved in the ERM of emerging risks from IT innovations. Furthermore, the discouraging 

and neutral banks reported that the group compositions were static, whereas the proactive 

banks and the risk consultants revealed that the composition of the group depended on the 

respective risk.  

Proposed organisational roles 

to be involved 

Informant 

Board of directors C-5; IM-B; IM-F; RM-F; IM-H; RM-H; RM-I;  

Business department C-1; C-2; C-3; C-5; RM-E; IM-F; RM-F; RM-I 

Business process owner C-1; C-5; RM-F; RM-H; IM-G;  

Chief Executive Officer C-5; C-6; IM-B; RM-B; IM-H; RM-H; RM-I; RM-J 

Chief Risk Officer C-2; C-3; C-6; RM-B; RM-J 

Digital Officer RM-B 

Group Security IM-A; RM-A; RM-J, IM-J 

IT expert C-1; C-2; C-3; RM-E; RM-D; IM-G; IM-H 

IT risk manager C-1; C-3; RM-F; IM-E 

Legal department C-5; RM-D 
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Proposed organisational roles 

to be involved 

Informant 

Marketing department  C-3; RM-H 

Operational risk manager C-3; IM-B; IM-C; RM-A; RM-C; RM-E 

Project manager C-3; IM-A; IM-B; IM-E; IM-F; IM-J; RM-A; RM-D; RM-F 

Purchasing department IM-F 

“Three Line of Defence” IM-A; RM-A; RM-J 

Table 6. Organisational roles to be involved in the risk management process 

 
Hitherto, based on the interview data, it was not possible to identify who should be involved 

in terms of professional roles and the management of emerging risks. On the one hand, this 

was surprising, as bank risk management is usually described as a formal, well-established 

process with static involvement of resources (BCBS, 2014). On the other hand, it can point to 

the possibility that ERM for emerging risks is a very new, evolving process for which roles 

have not yet been established.  

It is interesting, however, that interviewees also described the characteristics of the 

resources needed. In particular, interviewees from proactive banks (and consultants) 

frequently highlighted the skills and mind-set of the required people. They demanded staff 

who were very eager to learn new things, were well-connected within the organisation, and 

were able to share their knowledge to allow decision-makers to make an informed 

judgement.  

Interviewees from banks D and F complained that collaboration between various actors could 

be improved, but various reasons were mentioned for this lack of cooperation. First, 

uncertainty experts do not work together because of a lack of time (banks C, D, F). Second, 

actors have no incentive to work together (banks D, F). Third, the involved experts lack the 

skills and procedures to work together (bank D). This view was also shared by C-4 who 

suggested:  

“I think enough people are already involved, yet some people need to be upskilled; 

not increasing the number of people but upskilling people is required. Leadership 

needs to make a real effort.” 

Another frequently mentioned topic was the debate about who has the required knowledge. 

This is in line with findings by Perminova et al. (2008), who report that managers view risk 

management as a procedure to assemble previously unknown information as well as a 

means to share knowledge.  
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The proactive banks reported that they rely on outside expertise, also working with fintech 

companies, to explore IT innovations. Furthermore, bank H emphasised that the group that 

handles uncertainty and risk depends on the individual situation and individual knowledge. 

Bank H described a flexible process, in which experts work together to solve a problem and 

then return to their individual teams. The proactive banks shared the view that the required 

knowledge determined who should be involved in the ERM process, not necessarily the 

occupational role. This view was supported by the IRCG (2011), which proposes that ERM 

for emerging risks is within the responsibility of everyone in an organisation. Yet the IRGC 

concedes: “… but having the responsibility is not the same as having skills to exercise that 

responsibility” (IRCG, 2011). 

Moreover, in the interviews the importance of including senior management in the ERM 

process was stressed. Bank H described the overall responsibility of senior management as 

setting boundaries in which the employees can work independently and ensure 

accountability:  

“When they feel they can break the rules and get away with it, are they going to be 

held accountable? So accountability has had a big impact on us …” (IM-H).  

These findings are supported by previous studies in which senior management played a 

crucial role in successful ERM (Beasley et al., 2015; Subramaniam et al., 2015). Dombret 

(2015) maintains that it is the responsibility of top management to understand the risks 

associated with IT innovations, crucial for the success of the business.  

The banks that reported IT innovations to be a key driver for success related emerging risks 

to strategic decisions and therefore pointed to the CEO as the ultimate person responsible 

(banks B, H, I, J). Banks who classified emerging risks from IT innovations as a regular 

operational risk, identified responsibility to be more within the middle management or the 

project manager (banks A, C). Banks E and F reported that senior management had 

delegated risk management activities to project managers. Bank H commented that IT risk 

managers in their organisation are increasingly seen as advisory partners to the 

management. In their recent study, Hall et al. (2015) also acknowledge an important 

relationship between risk managers and executives.  
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5. Discussion and Conclusions  

Academic publications on IT innovations and their associated emerging and risks are 

numerous, but, despite having enterprise-wide implications, they have been largely ignored 

within the field of ERM. Aven (2016) has called for new risk management approaches to 

support the management of these risks and suggests that this is a major current challenge. 

The present study has provided first insights on ERM for emerging risks, drawing attention to 

a neglected phenomenon which has been acknowledged to have a significant impact on a 

number of industries (Medcraft, 2015). The results from this study provide a useful step 

towards a more nuanced view of how ERM can support the management of emerging risks 

from IT innovations with a focus on processes, roles and responsibilities, rather than 

considering the design of actual strategies. 

The development of a classification scheme for the banks allowed the clustering into 

discouraging, neutral, and proactive banks. Seven of the ten interviewed banks were 

classified as neutral or discouraging and did not take concrete actions to confront future 

emerging IT innovation risks. Only one German bank and the two globally systemically 

important banks (G-SIBs) were identified as actively managing emerging risks from IT 

innovations and hence classified as proactive. Consistent patterns emerged from the 

interviews with the proactive banks and the risk consultants. While some perceptions about 

ERM for emerging risks were specific to certain respondents, some commonalities prevailed.  

The identification of four dimensions with relevance to emerging risk formed the basis for a 

literature review and the subsequent analysis of findings. From this we identify four 

significant findings: 

First, a shared understanding of the concept of emerging risks across the banks and 

consultants does not exist (RQ2). This is in accordance with the few academic publications 

on emerging risks. Flage and Aven (2015), who classify emerging risks as a relative concept, 

agree with this view.  

Second, discouraging banks conceptualise emerging risks uniformly, whereas proactive 

banks and risk consultants characterise emerging risks as diverse. Academia agrees that 

how risk experts understand risks strongly influence the practices and procedures applied to 

the management of risks (Arena et al., 2010). Proactive banks were identified as using 

multiple procedures to manage diverse emerging risks, whereas the neutral and 

discouraging banks did not apply so many processes (RQ1).  

Third, even though a common understanding of emerging risks does not exist, a recurring 

theme in the interviews was knowledge, and knowledge is a common feature of all four 

quadrants in Figure 2. Furthermore, six interviewees emphasised that decision-makers lack 
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knowledge about IT innovations and emerging risks; indeed, some IT innovations are not 

implemented due to a high degree of uncertainty. This discussion draws on the work of 

Power (2004b), who relates the concept of uncertainty to the management of knowledge, 

arguing that quantitative risk management is appropriate where large data sets are available 

and the organisation and managers have a common understanding of a risk. In cases where 

knowledge is scarce, risk management has to take another role, e.g. knowledge creation and 

gathering (Power, 2004b; Rodriguez and Edwards, 2014) (RQ1 and RQ2). 

Fourth, academic ERM research has been rather silent on knowledge creation and 

gathering, leaving it to the individual organisation to assign stakeholders to the task (IRCG, 

2011). The respendents supported this view and listed a number of managers in 

organisational roles who should participate. They argued that the choice of experts to be 

involved should depend on the risk and the required knowledge. Seldom does one single 

person have all the knowledge about an IT innovation. Hence, various stakeholders should 

be involved, depending on their expert, specialist knowledge (RQ3). 

In relation to concrete conclusions regarding risk management for emerging IT risks it is 

suggested that: 

 The threats from unpredictable emerging risks require the consideration of future 

scenarios rather than the analysis of past risks. 

 The threats from multi-faceted risks from IT innovations means that they can no 

longer be handled by one specialist department, but arguably need to be addressed 

at a multi-departmental enterprise (or even an industrial) level. 

 All except three banks surveyed reported no proactive consideration of emerging 

risks from IT innovations. The proactive anticipation of future risks should be treated 

as an opportunity to raise the profits of financial institutions rather than as post-event 

responses to cyber-attacks, for example (Rosati et al., 2017). 

It is argued that the financial industry in particular is threatened by emerging risks from IT 

innovations as they can have an impact on market confidence, jeopardize the integrity of 

data, and present a threat to financial stability in general (Rosati et al., 2017). Nevertheless, 

IT innovations are essential for the survival of most companies in the financial industry and 

therefore cannot be avoided. As one interviewee concluded:  

“We know it is out there, yet we do not know the implications and how to take care of it” (RM-

B). 

Blockchain, big data, crowdfunding, etc., are all IT-based innovations affecting banks, but are 

a mere glimpse of what IT innovations will bring in the future. Overall, this study suggests 

that the interpretation of ERM in German banks is still backward-looking, lacking the 
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proactive strategies needed for the management of emerging risks. The question remains 

open whether discouraging and neutral banks have the time to wait until unseen, but known, 

risks arrive. 

 

  



  30 

Reference 

Acharya, V., Engle, R., & Pierret, D. (2014) 'Testing macroprudential stress tests: The risk of 
regulatory risk weights', Journal of Monetary Economics 65: 36–53. 
doi:10.1016/j.jmoneco.2014.04.014 

Aebi, V., Sabato, G., & Schmid, M. (2012) 'Risk management, corporate governance, and 
bank performance in the financial crisis', Journal of Banking & Finance 36(12): 3213–
3226. doi:10.1016/j.jbankfin.2011.10.020   

Ali, R., Barrdear, J., Clews, R., & Southgate, J. (2014) 'Innovations in payment technologies 
and the emergence of digital currencies', Bank of England Quarterly Bulletin 54(3): 262–
275. 

Allan, N., Cantle, N., Godfrey, P., & Yin, Y. (2011) 'A review of the use of complex systems 
applied to risk appetite and emerging risks in ERM practice'. Retrieved from 
http://www.actuaries.org.uk/research-and-resources/documents/review-use-complex-
systems-applied-risk-appetite-and-emerging-ris-0 

Anginer, D., Demirguc-Kunt, A., & Zhu, M. (2014) 'How does competition affect bank 
systemic risk?', Journal of Financial Intermediation 23(1): 1–26. 
doi:10.1016/j.jfi.2013.11.001   

Arena, M., Arnaboldi, M., & Azzone, G. (2010) 'The organizational dynamics of Enterprise 
Risk Management', Accounting, Organizations and Society 35(7): 659–675. 
doi:10.1016/j.aos.2010.07.003   

Aven, T. (2010a) 'Some reflections on uncertainty analysis and management', Reliability 
Engineering & System Safety 95(3): 195–201. doi:10.1016/j.ress.2009.09.010   

Aven, T. (2010b) 'On how to define, understand and describe risk', Reliability Engineering & 
System Safety 95(6): 623–631. doi:10.1016/j.ress.2010.01.011   

Aven, T. (2012) 'The risk concept—historical and recent development trends', Reliability 
Engineering & System Safety 99: 33–44. doi:10.1016/j.ress.2011.11.006   

Aven, T. (2016) 'Risk assessment and risk management: Review of recent advances on their 
foundation', European Journal of Operational Research 253(1): 1–13. 
doi:10.1016/j.ejor.2015.12.023   

Babb, S. (2013) 'Using COBIT 5 for Risk Management', COBIT Focus 4: 3. Retrieved from 
http://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&db=plh&AN=91658392&site=ehost-
live 

Basel Committee on Banking Supervision (2014) Basel Committee on Banking Supervision 
Review of the Principles for the Sound Management of Operational Risk. Retrieved from 
http://www.bis.org/publ/bcbs292.pdf 

Beasley, M., Branson, B., & Pagach, D. (2015) 'An analysis of the maturity and strategic 
impact of investments in ERM', Journal of Accounting and Public Policy 34(3): 219–243. 
doi:10.1016/j.jaccpubpol.2015.01.001   

Beasley, M., Branson, B., Pagach, D., Scott, P., Christensen, B., DeLoach, J., & Donahue, K. 
(2016) Executive Perspectives on Top Risks for 2016: Key Issues Being Discussed in the 
Boardroom and C-Suite. Retrieved from https://erm.ncsu.edu/az/erm/i/chan/library/NC-
State-Protiviti-Survey-Top-Risks-2016.pdf 

Bessis, J. (2010) Risk management in banking (3rd ed). Chichester, United Kingdom: John 
Wiley. 

Bhargava, A. (2014) 'Examining best practices in operational risk management', The 
RMA Journal 97(2): 64–69. 

Bjerga, T., & Aven, T. (2015) 'Adaptive risk management using new risk perspectives – an 
example from the oil and gas industry', Reliability Engineering & System Safety 134: 75–
82. doi:10.1016/j.ress.2014.10.013   

Blockley, D. (2013) 'Analysing uncertainties: Towards comparing Bayesian and interval 
probabilities', Mechanical Systems and Signal Processing 37(1-2): 30–42. 
doi:10.1016/j.ymssp.2012.05.007   



  31 

Bowers, J., & Khorakian, A. (2014) 'Integrating risk management in the innovation project', 
European Journal of Innovation Management 17(1): 25–40. doi:10.1108/EJIM-01-2013-
0010   

Bromiley, P., & Rau, D. (2014) Looking under the Lamppost? A Research Agenda for 
Increasing Enterprise Risk Management's Usefulness to Practitioners. In T. J. Andersen 
(Ed.), Contemporary Challenges in Risk Management. Palgrave Macmillan. 

Christiansen, U., & Thrane, S. (2014) 'The prose of action: The micro dynamics of reporting 
on emerging risks in operational risk management', Scandinavian Journal of Management 
30(4): 427–443. doi:10.1016/j.scaman.2014.08.006   

Conforti, R., La Rosa, M., Fortino, G., ter Hofstede, Arthur H.M., Recker, J., & Adams, M. 
(2013) 'Real-time risk monitoring in business processes: A sensor-based approach', 
Journal of Systems and Software 86(11): 2939–2965. doi:10.1016/j.jss.2013.07.024   

COSO. (2004) Enterprise Risk Enterprise Risk Management - Integrated Framework. 
Retrieved from http://www.coso.org/documents/coso_erm_executivesummary.pdf 

COSO. (2017) Enterprise Risk Enterprise Risk Management - Integrating with Strategy and 
Performance. Retrieved from https://www.coso.org/Documents/2017-COSO-ERM-
Integrating-with-Strategy-and-Performance-Executive-Summary.pdf 

Davis, J. P., & Eisenhardt, K. M. (2011) 'Rotating Leadership and Collaborative Innovation: 
Recombination Processes in Symbiotic Relationships', Administrative Science Quarterly 
56(2): 159–201. doi:10.1177/0001839211428131   

Deutsche Bundesbank. (2014a) Annual Report 2014. Retrieved from 
https://www.bundesbank.de/Redaktion/EN/Downloads/Publications/Annual_Report/2014_
annual_report.pdf?__blob=publicationFile 

Deutsche Bundesbank. (2014b) The German banks in the comprehensive assessment: An 
overview of the results. Retrieved from 
http://www.bafin.de/SharedDocs/Downloads/EN/dl_141026_pm_comprehensive_assessm
ent_anlage_en.pdf?__blob=publicationFile 

Diaz-Rainey, I., Ibikunle, G., & Mention, A.-L. (2015) 'The technological transformation of 
capital markets', Technological Forecasting and Social Change 99: 277–284. 
doi:10.1016/j.techfore.2015.08.006   

Dombret, A. (2015) Totally digital? The future of banking business: The opportunities and 
challenges of digitalisation for banks and insurers. Retrieved from 
http://www.bundesbank.de/Redaktion/EN/Reden/2015/2015_10_26_dombret.html?nsc=tr
ue 

Eckles, D. L., Hoyt, R. E., & Miller, S. M. (2014) 'The impact of enterprise risk management 
on the marginal cost of reducing risk: Evidence from the insurance industry', Journal of 
Banking & Finance 43: 247–261. doi:10.1016/j.jbankfin.2014.02.007 

Emblemsvåg, J. (2010) 'The augmented subjective risk management process', Management 
Decision 48(2): 248–259. doi:10.1108/00251741011022608   

European Banking Authority (EBA) (2014) 2014 EU-wide stress test results. Retrieved from 
http://www.eba.europa.eu/risk-analysis-and-data/eu-wide-stress-testing/2014/results 

Farrell, M., & Gallagher, R. (2015) 'The Valuation Implications of Enterprise Risk 
Management Maturity', Journal of Risk and Insurance 82(3): 625–657. 
doi:10.1111/jori.12035   

Federal Financial Supervisory Authority (FFSA) (2014) Banking Supervision in Germany. 
Retrieved from 
http://www.bafin.de/EN/BaFin/FunctionsHistory/BankingSupervision/bankingsupervision_a
rtikel.html 

Feduzi, A., & Runde, J. (2014) 'Uncovering unknown unknowns: Towards a Baconian 
approach to management decision-making', Organizational Behavior and Human Decision 
Processes 124(2): 268–283. doi:10.1016/j.obhdp.2014.04.001   

Fischbacher-Smith, D. and Fischbacher-Smith, M. (2009) 'The changing nature of risk and 
risk management: the challenge of borders, uncertainty and resilience', Risk Management 
11(1): 1-12. 



  32 

Flage, R., & Aven, T. (2015) 'Emerging risk – Conceptual definition and a relation to black 
swan type of events', Reliability Engineering & System Safety 144: 61–67. 
doi:10.1016/j.ress.2015.07.008   

García-Granero, A., Llopis, Ó., Fernández-Mesa, A., & Alegre, J. (2015) 'Unraveling the link 
between managerial risk-taking and innovation: The mediating role of a risk-taking 
climate', Journal of Business Research 68(5): 1094–1104. 
doi:10.1016/j.jbusres.2014.10.012   

Gioia, D. A., Corley, K. G., & Hamilton, A. L. (2013) 'Seeking Qualitative Rigor in Inductive 
Research: Notes on the Gioia Methodology', Organizational Research Methods 16(1): 15–
31. doi:10.1177/1094428112452151   

Gollier, C., Hammitt, J. K., & Treich, N. (2013) 'Risk and choice: A research saga', Journal of 
Risk and Uncertainty 47(2), 129–145. doi:10.1007/s11166-013-9175-7 

Grace, M. F., Leverty, J. T., Phillips, R. D., & Shimpi, P. (2015) 'The Value of Investing in 
Enterprise Risk Management', Journal of Risk and Insurance, 82(2): 289–316. 
doi:10.1111/jori.12022   

Graebner, M. E., & Eisenhardt, K. M. (2004) 'The Seller's Side of the Story: Acquisition as 
Courtship and Governance as Syndicate in Entrepreneurial Firms', Administrative Science 
Quarterly 49(3): 366–403. doi:10.2307/4131440   

Häckel, B., Isakovic, V., & Moser, F. (2015) 'Integrated long- and short- term valuation of IT 
innovation investments', Electronic Markets 25(1): 73–85. doi:10.1007/s12525-014-0171-9 

Hall, M., Mikes, A., & Millo, Y. (2015) 'How do risk managers become influential? A field 
study of toolmaking in two financial institutions', Management Accounting Research 26: 3–
22. doi:10.1016/j.mar.2014.12.001   

Halliday, S. W. (2013) The Structure of Risk Management in Leading Australian Companies 
(Dissertation). Charles Sturt University, Sydney. Retrieved from 
http://bilby.unilinc.edu.au/webclient/StreamGate?folder_id=0&dvs=1386067518539~638&
#search=%22enterprise%20risk%20management%22&usePid1=true&usePid2=true 

 
Hayne, C., & Free, C. (2014) 'Hybridized professional groups and institutional work: COSO 

and the rise of enterprise risk management', Accounting, Organizations and Society 39(5): 
309–330. doi:10.1016/j.aos.2014.05.002   

Hoyt, R. E., & Liebenberg, A. P. (2011) 'The Value of Enterprise Risk Management', Journal 
of Risk and Insurance 78(4): 795–822. doi:10.1111/j.1539-6975.2011.01413.x   

International Actuarial Association (IAA) (2008) Practice note on enterprise risk management 
(ERM) for capital and solvency purposes in the insurance industry. Retrieved from 
http://www.actuaries.org.uk/research-and-resources/documents/practice-note-enterprise-
risk-management-erm-capital-and-solvency-p 

International Risk Governance Council (IRGC) (2010) The Emergence of Risks: Contributing 
Factors // The emergence of risks: Contributing factors: report. Geneva: International Risk 
Governance Council. Retrieved from http://www.irgc.org/wp-
content/uploads/2012/04/irgc_ER_final_07jan_web.pdf 

International Risk Governance Council (IRGC) (2011) Improving the management of 
emerging risks: Risks from new technologies, system interactions, and unforeseen or 
changing circumstances: concept note. Geneva: International Risk Governance Council. 
Retrieved from http%3A//www.worldcat.org/oclc/903305314 

Jacks, T., & Palvia, P. (2014) 'Measuring value dimensions of IT occupational culture: an 
exploratory analysis', Information Technology and Management 15(1): 19–35. 
doi:10.1007/s10799-013-0170-0   

Jäger, A. (2009) Risikobewertung und Risikomanagement von emerging risks in der 
Industrieversicherung. Einflussgrößen und Handlungsstrategien in der 
Versicherungsindustrie am Beispiel Nanotechnologien, Stuttgart. 

Jovanovi, A. S. & Löscher, M. (2013) iNTeg-Risk project: How much nearer are we to 
improved “Early Recognition, Monitoring and Integrated Management of Emerging, New 
Technology related Risks”? Retrieved from 
http://cordis.europa.eu/docs/results/213345/final1-jovanovic-integrisk2013-
v15aj06092013.pdf 



  33 

Kasperson, R. E., Renn, O., Slovic, P., Brown, H. S., Emel, J., Goble, R., . . . Ratick, S. 
(1988) 'The Social Amplification of Risk: A Conceptual Framework', Risk Analysis 8(2): 
177–187. 

Keith, J. L. (2014) Enterprise risk management: developing a strategic ERM alignment 
framework - Finance sector, London. Retrieved from 
http://bura.brunel.ac.uk/handle/2438/10981 

Khoo, B. K. (2012) Risk managers as sensemakers and sensegivers: Reconceptualising 
Enterprise Risk Management (ERM) from a sensemaking perspective (Dissertation). 
University of Canberra, Canberra. Retrieved from 
http://www.canberra.edu.au/researchrepository/items/b0900aa5-23ac-26a8-6d12-
aeaac4d96b95/1/ 

Kleffner, A. E., Lee, R. B., & McGannon, B. (2003) 'The Effect of Corporate Governance on 
the Use of Enterprise Risk Management: Evidence From Canada', Risk Manage 
Insurance Review 6(1): 53–73. doi:10.1111/1098-1616.00020   

Kloman, F. (1992) 'Rethinking Risk Management', The Geneva Papers on Risk and 
Insurance 17(3): 299–313. 

Klüppelberg, C., Straub, D., & Welpe, I. M. (Eds.) (2014) Risk - A Multidisciplinary 
Introduction: Springer International Publishing. 

Kmec, P. (2011) 'Temporal hierarchy in enterprise risk identification', Management Decision 
49(9): 1489–1509. doi:10.1108/00251741111173952  

Köhler, A. R., & Som, C. (2014) 'Risk preventative innovation strategies for emerging 
technologies the cases of nano-textiles and smart textiles', Technovation 34(8): 420–430. 
doi:10.1016/j.technovation.2013.07.002  

Krane, H. P., Johansen, A., & Alstad, R. (2014) 'Exploiting Opportunities in the Uncertainty 
Management', Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences 119: 615–624. 
doi:10.1016/j.sbspro.2014.03.069   

Liebenberg, A. P., & Hoyt, R. E. (2003) 'The Determinants of Enterprise Risk Management: 
Evidence from the Appointment of Chief Risk Officers', Risk Management and Insurance 
Review 6(1): 37–52. doi:10.1111/1098-1616.00019   

March, J. G., & Shapira, Z. (1987) 'Managerial Perspectives on Risk and Risk Taking', 
Management Science 33(11): 1404–1418. doi:10.1287/mnsc.33.11.1404   

Maynard, A. D. (2015) 'Why we need risk innovation', Nature nanotechnology 10(9): 730–
731. doi:10.1038/nnano.2015.196   

Medcraft, G. (2015) Digital disruption: Harnessing the opportunities, mitigating the risks. 
Retrieved from http://asic.gov.au/about-asic/media-centre/speeches/digital-disruption-
harnessing-the-opportunities-mitigating-the-risks/ 

Mikes, A. (2009) 'Risk management and calculative cultures', Risk Management, Corporate 
Governance and Management Accounting 20(1): 18–40. doi:10.1016/j.mar.2008.10.005   

Mikes, A. (2011) 'From counting risk to making risk count: Boundary-work in risk 
management', Accounting, Organizations and Society 36(4-5): 226–245. 
doi:10.1016/j.aos.2011.03.002   

Mikes, A., & Kaplan, R. S. (2015) 'When One Size Doesn't Fit All: Evolving Directions in the 
Research and Practice of Enterprise Risk Management', Journal of Applied Corporate 
Finance 27(1): 37–40. doi:10.1111/jacf.12102   

Moeller, R. R. (2007) COSO enterprise risk management: understanding the new integrated 
ERM framework: John Wiley & Sons. 

Munich Re. (2016) Emerging Risks: Die Risiken von morgen. Retrieved from 
http://www.munichre.com/de/group/focus/emerging-risks/index.html 

O'Connor, G. C., Ravichandran, T., & Robeson, D. (2008) 'Risk management through 
learning: Management practices for radical innovation success', The Journal of High 
Technology Management Research 19(1): 70–82. doi:10.1016/j.hitech.2008.06.003   

Paape, L., & Speklé, R. F. (2012) 'The Adoption and Design of Enterprise Risk Management 
Practices: An Empirical Study', European Accounting Review, 1–32. 
doi:10.1080/09638180.2012.661937   



  34 

Perminova, O., Gustafsson, M., & Wikström, K. (2008) 'Defining uncertainty in projects – a 
new perspective', International Journal of Project Management 26(1): 73–79. 
doi:10.1016/j.ijproman.2007.08.005   

Rosati, P., Cummins, M., Deeney, P., Gogolin, F., van der Werff, L., Lynn, T. (2017) 'The 
effect of data breach announcements beyond the stock price: Empirical evidence on 
market activity', International Review of Financial Analysis, 49, 146-154. 

Power, M. (2004a) The risk management of everything: Rethinking the politics of uncertainty. 
London: Demos. Retrieved from http%3A//www.worldcat.org/oclc/57309873 

Power, M. (2004b) 'The risk management of everything', The Journal of Risk Finance 5(3): 
58–65. doi:10.1108/eb023001   

Power, M. (2009) 'The risk management of nothing', Accounting, Organizations and Society 
34(6-7): 849–855. doi:10.1016/j.aos.2009.06.001   

Praeg, C.-P. (2014) Trendstudie Bank & Zukunft 2014: Transformation der Banken - Neue 
Wege zu Innovation und Wachstum. Stuttgart: Fraunhofer Verlag. Retrieved from 
http%3A//www.worldcat.org/oclc/884289086 

Price, J. & Adams, M. (2015) ASIC and financial innovation. Retrieved from 
http://download.asic.gov.au/media/3355015/speech-fintech-15-sep-
2015.pdf?_ga=1.146705905.41621168.1454748942 

Renn, O., Klinke, A., & Asselt, M. (2011) 'Coping with Complexity, Uncertainty and Ambiguity 
in Risk Governance: A Synthesis', AMBIO 40(2): 231–246. doi:10.1007/s13280-010-0134-
0   

Ridley, G., Young, J., & Carroll, P. (2008) 'Studies to Evaluate COBIT's Contribution to 
Organisations: Opportunities from the Literature, 2003-06', Australian Accounting Review 
18(4): 334–342. doi:10.1111/j.1835-2561.2008.0019.x   

Risk and Insurance Management Society (RIMS) (2010) Emerging Risks and Emerging 
Risks and Enterprise Risk Management. Retrieved from 
https://www.rims.org/resources/ERM/Documents/EmergingRisk_ERMweb.pdf 

Rodriguez, E., & Edwards, J. S. (2014) 'Knowledge Management in Support of Enterprise 
Risk Management', International Journal of Knowledge Management 10(2): 43–61. 
doi:10.4018/ijkm.2014040104   

Roland Berger (2015) Digital Revolution in Retail Banking: Chances in the new multi-channel 
world from a customers' perspective. Retrieved from 
http://www.rolandberger.com/media/pdf/Roland_Berger_Digital_Revolution_in_Retail_Ban
king_20150226.pdf 

Royal Bank of Scotland (RBS) (2014) Annual report and subsidiary results: RBS Group 
Annual Report and Accounts year ending 31 December 2013. Retrieved from 
http://www.investors.rbs.com/results-centre/annual-report-subsidiary-results/2014.aspx 

Ruan, K. (2017) 'Introducing cybernomics: A unifying economic framework for measuring 
cyber risk', Computers & Security 65: 77-89, 

Slovic, P. (1999) 'Trust, Emotion, Sex, Politics, and Science: Surveying the Risk-Assessment 
Battlefield', Risk Analysis 19(4): 689–701. doi:10.1111/j.1539-6924.1999.tb00439.x   

Subramaniam, N., Wahyuni, D., Cooper, B. J., Leung, P., & Wines, G. (2015) ‘Integration of 
carbon risks and opportunities in enterprise risk management systems: evidence from 
Australian firms’, Journal of Cleaner Production 96: 407–417. 
doi:10.1016/j.jclepro.2014.02.013   

Taylor, H., Artman, E., & Woelfer, J. P. (2011) ‘Information technology project risk 
management: bridging the gap between research and practice’, Journal of Information 
Technology 27(1): 17–34. doi:10.1057/jit.2011.29   

Teece, D. J. (2012) ‘Dynamic Capabilities: Routines versus Entrepreneurial Action’, Journal 
of Management Studies 49(8): 1395–1401. doi:10.1111/j.1467-6486.2012.01080.x   

Tekathen, M., & Dechow, N. (2013) ‘Enterprise risk management and continuous re-
alignment in the pursuit of accountability: A German case’, Management Accounting 
Research 24(2): 100–121. 

White, D. (1995) ‘Application of systems thinking to risk management’, Management 
Decision 33(10): 35. Retrieved from 



  35 

https://ezp.napier.ac.uk/login?url=http://search.proquest.com/docview/212110762?accoun
tid=16607 

Wilson, J. O., Casu, B., Girardone, C., & Molyneux, P. (2010) ‘Emerging themes in banking: 
Recent literature and directions for future research’, The British Accounting Review 42(3): 
153–169. doi:10.1016/j.bar.2010.05.003   

Wu, D., & Olson, D. L. (2008) Enterprise Risk Management: Financial and Accounting 
Perspectives: New Frontiers in Enterprise Risk Management. In D. L. Olson & D. Wu 
(Eds.) (pp. 25–38). Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer Berlin Heidelberg. Retrieved from 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-78642-9_3 

Yeo, K. T. (1995) ‘Strategy for risk management through problem framing in technology 
acquisition’, International Journal of Project Management 13(4): 219–224. 
doi:10.1016/0263-7863(94)00011-Z 

Zhao, X., Hwang, B.-G., & Low, S. P. (2015) Risk Management and Enterprise Risk 
Management: Understanding Enterprise Risk Management Maturity in Construction Firms. 
Berlin: Springer. 

 
  



  36 

Appendix 1: Interview guide 

The appendix includes the semi-structured interview guide to provide a better 

understanding of the data from the interviews.  

General question: What key meanings are currently attached to emerging risks from 

IT innovations within the German banking sector? 

1.1 How would you define emerging risks from IT innovations? 
1.1.1 Does your organisation have a common definition? 
1.2 Can you give me an example of an emerging risk from IT innovation that your 

organisation is currently facing? 

General question: How does uncertainty influence the ERM of emerging risks from 

IT innovations? 

2.1 What roles does uncertainty play in the management of emerging risks from IT 
innovations? 

2.1.1 Do you have an example where uncertainty had an impact on the management of 
emerging risks from IT innovations? 

2.2 Do you see uncertainty as an advantage or disadvantage in the management of 
emerging risks from IT innovations? 

2.2.1 Can you please elaborate why you see it as an advantage/disadvantage?  

General question: Who should be involved in the ERM of emerging risks from IT 

innovations? 

3.1 Who in your organisation is involved in the management of emerging risks from IT 
innovations? 

3.2 Is this a static group of people or can the people involved vary? 

3.2.1 If the groups vary, what factors cause variations? 

3.2.2 Should further people/departments be involved in the management of emerging 
risks? 

3.2.3 Who has the overall responsibility for the management of emerging risks? 

General question: Which ERM components are critical to the ERM of emerging risks 

from IT innovations? 

4.1 Does your organisation manage emerging risks from IT innovations? 

4.1.1 If it is managed, can you please explain in detail how? 

4.2 Does your organisation manage emerging risks per department or throughout the 
entire organisation? 

4.3 Which risk management aspects and components do you find especially important in 
the management of emerging risks? 

4.3.1 Why do you find them important? 
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4.3.2 Is your view shared among your organisation members? 

 


