
COMPUTING SECURITY – FEATURES IN THE JAN-FEB 2022 ISSUE

GUIDELINES – THESE APPLY TO ALL SUBMISSIONS:

We are looking for 300-400 words of expert commentary on one of the below features, delivered to 

editor Brian Wall by email on or before THE DEADLINE DATE SHOWN BELOW. 

Submissions must be based on the synopsis provided and may need to be edited down where space 

does not allow the submission to run in full and also where contributions from several sources 

overlap.

The submission should come from a named spokesperson within the company, with full job title and 

HIGH-RESOLUTION image, plus any other relevant HIGH-RES 'action' shots. 

Also, it is essential that the copy should be editorial – and therefore neutral – in tone, specifically 

addressing the issues raised in the synopses above. If it is not editorial in style and content, nor in 

synch with the synopsis, it is unlikely to be used.

Please contact me as soon as possible at the email address shown below, if you would like to be 

involved, so I can allocate space. This will be strictly limited for all features. 

THE DEADLINE FOR ALL SUBMISSIONS IS TUESDAY, 18JANUARY, 2022

Brian Wall 

Editor

Computing Security magazine

Email: bp.wall@btinternet.com

MAIN FEATURES SYNOPSES…

THE TICKING CLOCK

Will 2022 be even more eventful than 2021? If so, how can organisations plan ahead when there is 

so little confidence about what ‘ahead’ even looks like? We asked several security industry experts 

to list their top 3 courses of action that they feel should be put in place to stay safe in the face of 

such uncertainty

LOGJAM OF POTENTIAL THREATS – LOG4J

Log4j, a free piece of software often used on applications and servers to record or log activity by 

developers and IT professionals, reported a vulnerability – dubbed log4shell – that could allow 

hackers and cyber criminals to send malicious code that potential might do irreparable harm to 

devices globally, according to the Scottish Business Resilience Centre. Irrespective of the outcome, 

what lessons does this spell out for software users in general and what can they do to protect 

themselves from any fallout when things go badly wrong?

THE FUTURE FACE OF BIOMETRIC AUTHENTICATION
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NEC Corporation has developed a secure biometric authentication technology that allows users to 

authenticate themselves with encrypted face information. This technology, states NEC, reduces the 

risk of misuse, if face information is leaked and contributes to the expansion of safe and secure 

biometric authentication use cases. Is this the panacea it sounds like or are there possible downsides

that potential users need to be aware of? On the plus side, could this be game changing for 

organisations seeking to protect themselves, particularly as hybrid working seems here to stay? 

What alternative technologies to biometric should be considered – and why?

WILL THE RUNWAY SCHEME PROVE A RUNAWAY SUCCESS?

To promote growth and innovation in the UK cyber industry, the government is investing in the 

Cyber Runway scheme, which is helping 107 innovators grow and develop their businesses, with the 

majority of member companies outside of London and the South-East, 45% led by women and 52% 

run by founders from black and minority ethnic groups.

The initiative is part of the government’s new National Cyber Strategy. Funding for these growth and

skills programmes will be reoriented away from large, often London-based, initiatives to a regionally 

delivered model, “which will mean more jobs and better opportunities for people across the UK,” it 

is stated. 

Is this the kind of ‘levelling up’ that’s essential to the future of the industry? What benefits might it 

deliver? What other, similar, schemes should the government be looking at to improve the skills 

levels needed to fight against an ever more sophisticated cybercrime future?
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