
 

 
 
 

Control Effectiveness Calculation Detailed Example 

The Concept 
Every internal control has a baseline effectiveness score called the Control Risk Reduction 
Factor (CRRF). This represents the control's theoretical maximum effectiveness under perfect 
conditions—typically a value between 0 and 100%. 
 
However, controls don't operate in perfect conditions. They degrade over time due to 
operational issues, incidents, and neglected maintenance. The Control Effectiveness 
Calculation provides a real-time effectiveness score that reflects the control's actual current 
state. 
 
The Core Principle: Worst-Case Logic 
The algorithm uses a pessimistic, worst-case approach for safety: 

1.​ Start with 100% operational health (factor of 1.0) 
2.​ Evaluate multiple degradation sources 
3.​ Collect a degradation factor from each source 
4.​ Apply the worst factor (minimum) to the baseline CRRF 
5.​ Return the resulting effectiveness score 

Why worst-case? In risk management, it's better to be overly cautious than overly optimistic. If 
a control has multiple issues, we assume the most severe issue dominates. 

Example Scenario: Encryption Key Management Control 
Let's examine a control called "Encryption Key Rotation and Storage": 
Baseline CRRF: 85 (out of 100) 
This control manages cryptographic keys for data protection. Under perfect conditions, it 
provides 85% risk reduction. But what's its actual effectiveness today? 
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The Four Degradation Sources 
The algorithm checks four areas where controls can degrade: 

1.​ Incidents (Has this control failed catastrophically?) 
2.​ Issues (Are there known weaknesses?) 
3.​ Overdue Tasks (Is maintenance being neglected?) 
4.​ Overdue Document Reviews (Is documentation current?) 

Let's walk through each one. 

Degradation Source 1: Incidents 
Question: Are there any unresolved security incidents related to this control? 
Incidents represent actual failures—the control didn't prevent or detect something it should 
have. This is the most severe form of degradation. 
 
Severity-Based Impact: 

Incident Severity Effectiveness Factor Meaning 

Critical  0.0  Control is completely ineffective (0%)

High  0.0  Control is completely ineffective (0%)

Medium  0.5  Control operates at 50% effectiveness

Low  0.5  Control operates at 50% effectiveness

 
Our Example: 
Status: The Encryption Key Management control has 1 unresolved incident: 

●​ Incident: "Unauthorized access attempt to key vault detected" 
●​ Severity: Medium 
●​ Status: Under investigation 

 
Collected Factor: 0.5 (control drops to 50% effectiveness) 
Rationale: A medium-severity incident indicates the control has a proven weakness. Until it's 
resolved, we can only trust this control to work at half capacity. 
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Degradation Source 2: Issues 
Question: Are there any open issues (identified weaknesses or improvement needs)? 
Issues represent known problems that haven't caused incidents yet, but could. They're 
proactive findings from audits, assessments, or reviews. 
 
Impact-Based Degradation: 

Issue Impact Level Effectiveness Factor Meaning 

4 (Critical) 0.5 Control at 50% effectiveness 

3 (High) 0.7 Control at 70% effectiveness 

2 (Medium) 0.8 Control at 80% effectiveness 

1 (Low) 0.9 Control at 90% effectiveness 

 
Our Example: 
Status: The control has 2 open issues: 
Issue #1: 

●​ Title: "Key rotation interval exceeds policy requirements" 
●​ Impact Level: 3 (High) 
●​ Status: Open 
●​ Collected Factor: 0.7 

Issue #2: 
●​ Title: "Documentation lacks emergency key recovery procedures" 
●​ Impact Level: 2 (Medium) 
●​ Status: Open 
●​ Collected Factor: 0.8 

 
Collected Factors: 0.7 and 0.8 
Rationale: The High-impact issue (key rotation) is more serious than the Medium-impact 
documentation gap. Both contribute degradation factors to our list. 
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Degradation Source 3: Overdue Tasks 
Question: Are there any overdue maintenance or operational tasks? 
Controls require regular execution and maintenance. Overdue tasks signal operational 
decay—the control isn't being operated as designed. 
 
Impact: 

Task Status Effectiveness Factor Meaning 

Any overdue tasks 0.8 Control at 80% effectiveness 

All tasks current 1.0 No degradation 

 
Our Example: 
Status: The control has 3 scheduled tasks: 
Task #1: 

●​ Title: "Monthly key rotation - January" 
●​ Due Date: January 15, 2026 
●​ Status: Completed ✅ 

Task #2: 
●​ Title: "Quarterly access audit" 
●​ Due Date: January 10, 2026 
●​ Status: Overdue by 16 days ⚠️ 

Task #3: 
●​ Title: "Monthly key rotation - February" 
●​ Due Date: February 15, 2026 
●​ Status: Not yet due 

 
Collected Factor: 0.8 (because at least one task is overdue) 
Rationale: The overdue access audit means we don't know if unauthorized personnel have 
gained access. This 16-day gap represents a blind spot, reducing our confidence in the control. 
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Degradation Source 4: Overdue Document Reviews 
Question: Are there any overdue reviews for documents linked to this control? 
Controls rely on documentation (policies, procedures, runbooks). Outdated documentation 
means the control might not match current reality. 
 
Impact: 

Document Review Status Effectiveness Factor Meaning 

Any overdue review 0.8 Control at 80% effectiveness 

All reviews current 1.0 No degradation 

 
Our Example: 
Status: The control is linked to 2 documents: 
Document #1: 

●​ Name: "Cryptographic Key Management Policy v2.1" 
●​ Last Review: November 2025 
●​ Next Review Due: May 2026 
●​ Status: Current ✅ 

Document #2: 
●​ Name: "Key Vault Access Procedure" 
●​ Last Review: June 2025 
●​ Next Review Due: December 2025 
●​ Status: Overdue by 57 days ⚠️ 

 
Collected Factor: 0.8 (because at least one document review is overdue) 
Rationale: The access procedure hasn't been reviewed in over 7 months. Personnel changes, 
system updates, or policy changes might have made it obsolete, creating gaps between 
documented and actual procedures. 
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Collecting All Factors 
​
Now we have our complete list of degradation factors: 

Source Factor Reason 

Starting Point  1.0 Perfect health baseline 

Incident  0.5 Medium-severity incident (unauthorized access 
attempt) 

Issue #1  0.7 High-impact issue (key rotation interval) 

Issue #2  0.8 Medium-impact issue (missing documentation) 

Overdue Tasks  0.8 Quarterly access audit overdue 

Overdue Documents  0.8 Key vault procedure review overdue 

 
Factor List: [1.0, 0.5, 0.7, 0.8, 0.8, 0.8] 
 
Applying Worst-Case Logic 
From our list of factors, we find the minimum (worst) value: 
Worst Factor = 0.5 (from the Medium-severity incident) 
Why the worst factor? In risk management, we assume the most severe issue dominates. The 
unresolved incident is more critical than overdue tasks, so we treat the control as operating at 
incident-degraded effectiveness. 
 
Calculating Final Effectiveness 
Now we apply the worst factor to the baseline CRRF: 
Formula: Current Effectiveness = CRRF × Worst Factor 
Calculation: 

●​ CRRF: 85 
●​ Worst Factor: 0.5 
●​ Current Effectiveness: 85 × 0.5 = 42.5 → 43 (rounded) 
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The Result 
Encryption Key Management Control: 

●​ Baseline (CRRF): 85 
●​ Current Effectiveness: 43 
●​ Degradation: -42 points (49% loss of effectiveness) 
●​ Status: ⚠️ Significantly Degraded 

 
What This Means 
The control that should be operating at 85% effectiveness is currently only providing 43% 
effectiveness due to: 

1.​ Primary cause: Unresolved medium-severity incident (cuts effectiveness in half) 
2.​ Contributing factors: 

a.​ 2 open issues (high and medium impact) 
b.​ 1 overdue task (quarterly audit) 
c.​ 1 overdue document review 

 
Action Required: The incident must be resolved to restore effectiveness. Even after resolving 
the incident, the open issues and overdue items will continue to degrade the control until 
addressed. 

Scenario Comparisons 
Let's see how different operational states affect the same control: 
 
Scenario A: Perfect Health 
Factors Collected: [1.0] 

●​ No incidents 
●​ No open issues 
●​ No overdue tasks 
●​ No overdue document reviews 

Worst Factor: 1.0 
Current Effectiveness: 85 × 1.0 = 85 ✅ 
Status: Operating at full capacity 
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Scenario B: Minor Maintenance Neglect 
Factors Collected: [1.0, 0.8] 

●​ No incidents 
●​ No open issues 
●​ 1 overdue task (monthly report delayed) 
●​ No overdue document reviews 

Worst Factor: 0.8 
Current Effectiveness: 85 × 0.8 = 68 ⚠️ 
Status: Slightly degraded due to maintenance delay 
 
Scenario C: Known Weaknesses 
Factors Collected: [1.0, 0.7, 0.9] 

●​ No incidents 
●​ 1 high-impact issue (configuration gap identified) 
●​ 1 low-impact issue (UI improvement needed) 
●​ No overdue tasks 
●​ No overdue document reviews 

Worst Factor: 0.7 
Current Effectiveness: 85 × 0.7 = 59.5 → 60 ⚠️ 
Status: Moderately degraded due to known weakness 
 
Scenario D: Critical Incident 
Factors Collected: [1.0, 0.0] 

●​ 1 critical incident (control completely bypassed) 
●​ No other issues 

Worst Factor: 0.0 
Current Effectiveness: 85 × 0.0 = 0 🚨 
Status: Control is ineffective and cannot be trusted 
 
Scenario E: Multiple Problems (Our Example) 
Factors Collected: [1.0, 0.5, 0.7, 0.8, 0.8, 0.8] 

●​ 1 medium incident 
●​ 2 open issues 
●​ 1 overdue task 
●​ 1 overdue document review 

Worst Factor: 0.5 
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Current Effectiveness: 85 × 0.5 = 43 ⚠️ 
Status: Significantly degraded, multiple remediation actions needed 

How Degradation Factors Interact 
Why Don't Multiple Factors Multiply? 
You might wonder: "If we have an incident (0.5) AND an overdue task (0.8), shouldn't 
effectiveness be 85 × 0.5 × 0.8 = 34?" 
Answer: No, because we use worst-case logic, not cumulative multiplication. 
Rationale: 

●​ The incident already indicates the control has failed 
●​ The overdue task is concerning but doesn't make the failure worse 
●​ Using the minimum factor prevents "double-counting" related problems 
●​ It keeps the calculation simple and conservative 

 
When Does Having Multiple Issues Matter? 
While only the worst factor affects the final score, multiple degradation factors are still 
important for: 

1.​ Visibility: Shows the breadth of problems 
2.​ Prioritization: Helps identify which issues to tackle first 
3.​ Trending: Historical tracking shows if problems are accumulating 
4.​ Audit trail: Documents all concerns, not just the worst one 

Impact on Risk Management 
Remember that control effectiveness feeds into Residual Risk Calculation. Let's see how our 
degraded control affects risk: 
 
Example Risk Scenario: "Data Breach via Key Compromise" 
Risk Mitigation Controls: 

1.​ Encryption Key Management (our example) - Current Effectiveness: 43% 
2.​ Access Control Lists - Current Effectiveness: 90% 
3.​ Security Monitoring - Current Effectiveness: 95% 
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When calculating residual risk: 

●​ Average control effectiveness: (43 + 90 + 95) ÷ 3 = 76% 
●​ This is noticeably lower than if all controls were at 85%+ 
●​ The degraded Encryption Key Management control pulls down the average 
●​ Result: Higher residual risk than expected 

This demonstrates how operational health directly impacts risk posture. 

Recovery Path 
How do we restore the control to full effectiveness? 
 
Step 1: Resolve the Incident (Worst Factor) 
Action: Complete the investigation and remediate the unauthorized access attempt 
Result After Resolution: 

●​ New Factor List: [1.0, 0.7, 0.8, 0.8, 0.8] 
●​ New Worst Factor: 0.7 (from the high-impact issue) 
●​ New Effectiveness: 85 × 0.7 = 60 (improved from 43) 

 
Step 2: Fix High-Impact Issues 
Action: Resolve the key rotation interval issue 
Result After Resolution: 

●​ New Factor List: [1.0, 0.8, 0.8, 0.8] 
●​ New Worst Factor: 0.8 (from multiple sources) 
●​ New Effectiveness: 85 × 0.8 = 68 (improved from 60) 

 
Step 3: Complete Overdue Tasks and Reviews 
Action: Complete the quarterly access audit and document review 
Result After Resolution: 

●​ New Factor List: [1.0, 0.8] 
●​ New Worst Factor: 0.8 (only the medium-impact issue remains) 
●​ New Effectiveness: 85 × 0.8 = 68 (same, but fewer issues) 
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Step 4: Resolve Remaining Issues 
Action: Address the documentation gap 
Result After Resolution: 

●​ New Factor List: [1.0] 
●​ New Worst Factor: 1.0 
●​ New Effectiveness: 85 × 1.0 = 85 ✅ (fully restored) 

Key Principles of Control Effectiveness 
1.​ Real-Time Reflection: Effectiveness updates automatically based on operational data, 

not periodic assessments 
2.​ Pessimistic Approach: Uses worst-case logic to avoid overconfidence in degraded 

controls 
3.​ Multiple Dimensions: Considers incidents, issues, tasks, and documentation holistically 
4.​ Severity-Aware: Critical incidents have immediate, catastrophic impact on effectiveness 
5.​ Actionable Intelligence: The calculation points directly to what needs fixing (the factors 

in the list) 
6.​ Dynamic System: As operations change (tasks completed, incidents resolved), 

effectiveness updates automatically 
7.​ No "Set and Forget": Controls require continuous maintenance to maintain effectiveness 

Summary 
The Control Effectiveness Calculation transforms a static baseline (CRRF) into a dynamic, 
operational effectiveness score by: 

1.​ Starting with perfect health (100%) 
2.​ Collecting degradation factors from: 

a.​ Incidents (most severe) 
b.​ Issues (known weaknesses) 
c.​ Overdue tasks (operational decay) 
d.​ Overdue document reviews (documentation drift) 

3.​ Applying the worst factor to the baseline 
4.​ Producing a current effectiveness score that reflects reality 
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In this example, an Encryption Key Management control with a baseline of 85 dropped to 43 
due to an unresolved incident, demonstrating how operational health directly impacts control 
effectiveness and, ultimately, organizational risk posture. 
 
This creates a living risk management system where control health is continuously monitored 
and degradation automatically triggers updates to risk assessments, prompting timely 
corrective action. 
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