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Skoda Online Shop Data Breach Exposes
Customer Information

| | CVSS 5.3
SCC Item ID SCC-DBR-2026-0121
Type Data Breach
Severity MEDIUM
CVSS Base Score 5.3
Affected Products Skoda Online Shop (Czech automaker e-commerce platform)
Published 2026-05-11
Discovery Source Gemini

I Executive Summary

Skodal's online shop suffered a breach in which attackers exploited an unspecified software vulnerability to
access customer records. Exposed data includes names, contact details, and order history; passwords and
payment card data were not compromised. The primary business risk is customer trust erosion and
potential regulatory exposure under GDPR, given the European customer base.

I Technical Analysis

Attackers exploited an unspecified vulnerability in Skoda's e-commerce platform, mapped to CWE-284
(Improper Access Control). No CVE identifier has been publicly assigned. MITRE ATT&CK techniques
referenced in available reporting include T1190 (Exploit Public-Facing Application), T1530 (Data from Cloud
Storage), and T1078 (Valid Accounts), though the specific exploitation path has not been confirmed in public
disclosures. Exposed data classes: customer Pl (names, contact details, order history). Payment card data and
passwords are reported as unaffected. No patch identifier, affected platform version, or vendor advisory has
been published as of the reporting date (May 11, 2026). Source quality score is 0.56; all available sources are
Tier 3. Technical details remain limited pending official disclosure from Skoda or the platform vendor.

I Action Checklist

1. Containment: If your organization operates a similar e-commerce platform (Magento, Shopify, custom),
audit access logs for unauthorized data export or anomalous API calls against customer record endpoints.
Restrict administrative access to known IPs pending investigation.
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2. Detection: Review web application logs for unusual query volumes against customer PII tables, mass
data exports, or authenticated sessions originating from unexpected geolocations. Search for indicators
matching T1190 (unexpected HTTP 200 responses to non-standard parameter inputs) and T1530 (bulk
object storage access). No specific IOCs have been publicly released for this incident.

3. Eradication: No specific patch or remediation has been published. Conduct an access control audit of
your own e-commerce stack against CWE-284 patterns: verify that authenticated sessions cannot access
other users' records and that API endpoints enforce object-level authorization. Review for T1078 indicators
(unexpected valid account usage).

4. Recovery: Validate that customer PIl endpoints return only records scoped to the authenticated session.
Run a data access audit for the incident window to identify the full scope of any similar exposure in your
environment. Monitor for abnormal outbound data transfer post-remediation.

5. Post-Incident: This incident highlights the risk of improper access control (CWE-284) in
consumer-facing e-commerce platforms. Evaluate your OWASP API Security Top 10 posture, specifically
API1 (Broken Object Level Authorization). Add automated access control testing to your CI/CD pipeline
and review data minimization practices to reduce PIll exposure surface.

I IR / Forensic Enrichment

Triage Priority STANDARD

Escalation Criteria Escalate to urgent and initiate GDPR Art. 33 breach notification procedures (72-hour deadline
to supervisory authority) if the data access audit confirms more than a de minimis number of
EU customer records were accessed, or if forensic analysis reveals the exfiltration window
exceeded 72 hours, password or payment data exposure is identified contrary to current
advisory, or the attacker established persistent access (e.g., backdoor account or webshell)
on the e-commerce platform.

Recovery Notes Prior to returning the customer-facing platform to full operation, verify object-level
authorization controls with authenticated cross-account API tests against all customer and
order endpoints — do not rely solely on code review. Monitor web server and database
access logs for recurrence of high-volume sequential record reads for a minimum of 30 days
post-remediation, given the attacker may have catalogued exploitable endpoints for future
use. If the incident window overlaps with GDPR-regulated EU customer data, retain all
forensic artifacts and the breach scope determination report for a minimum of 3 years in
support of potential regulatory inquiry under GDPR Art. 33 and Art. 34.
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Forensic Artifacts Web server access logs (Apache “access.log” / nginx “access.log") for the full incident
window: look for sequential or high-frequency GET/POST requests to customer profile and
order history REST API endpoints (e.g., Magento “/rest/default/V1/customers/{id}’,
“rest/default/V1/orders?searchCriteria[filter_groups][O][filters][O][field]=customer_id") from a
single authenticated session — large response body sizes on these endpoints are the primary
indicator of bulk PIl extraction via IDOR exploitation. | Database query log (MySQL
‘general_log” or ‘slow_query_log", PostgreSQL “pgaudit” extension output): filter for
high-volume sequential SELECT statements against ‘customer_entity",
“customer_address_entity", “sales_order’, and “sales_flat_order_grid" tables originating from
the application's DB user — this records the actual PII records retrieved and is required to
quantify breach scope for GDPR notification. | Application session store (Redis ‘'MONITOR®
replay or PHP session files in “/var/lib/php/sessions/"): extract the session ID, authenticated
customer account, originating IP, and session creation timestamp for all sessions active
during the incident window — the attacker session used to authenticate and enumerate other
users' records will appear here with a disproportionate number of API calls relative to normal
user behavior. | WAF or CDN request logs (Cloudflare Firewall Events, AWS WAF logs,
ModSecurity audit log at “/var/log/modsec_audit.log’): look for requests where the
authenticated user's session cookie is paired with customer ID or order ID parameter values
that do not belong to that session's account — this is the canonical forensic signature of a
broken object-level authorization (BOLA/IDOR) attack against a Magento or custom
e-commerce REST API. | E-commerce platform admin audit log (Magento
‘magento_logging_event” DB table or “var/log/system.log’): review for any admin account
logins, new admin account creation, role modifications, or customer record bulk export actions
(CSV export from admin panel) during and immediately before the incident window — these
would indicate T1078 (valid account abuse) escalation beyond the customer-facing API
vector.

Per-Action IR Details

Containment — If your organization operates a similar e-commerce platform (Magento, Shopify, custom),
audit access logs for unauthorized data export or anomalous API calls against customer record endpoints.
Restrict administrative access to known IPs pending investigation.

NIST Phase: Containment

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §3.3 — Containment Strategy: isolate affected components, prevent further data exfiltration
from customer PII endpoints, and restrict privileged access pending scope determination.

Controls: NIST IR-4 (Incident Handling), NIST AC-17 (Remote Access) — restrict remote administrative access to
e-commerce admin panels to allowlisted IPs, NIST SlI-4 (System Monitoring) — monitor customer record API endpoints
for anomalous access patterns, CIS 4.4 (Implement and Manage a Firewall on Servers) — enforce IP allowlisting on
admin interfaces at the host firewall level, CIS 6.1 (Establish an Access Granting Process) — verify that only
authorized accounts retain access to customer Pl endpoints during containment

Compensating: On Magento: run “grep -E 'POST .*rest/V1/customers|GET.*rest/\VV1/customers'
/var/log/apache2/access.log” to surface bulk API calls against customer endpoints. On custom platforms, use “iptables
-I INPUT -p tcp --dport 443 -s -j DROP" to restrict admin panel access immediately. Use osquery (SELECT * FROM
process_open_sockets WHERE remote_address NOT IN (*);) to detect active admin sessions from unexpected
sources. A 2-person team can implement IP allowlisting via .htaccess or nginx “allow/deny" directives within minutes.

Evidence: Capture BEFORE restricting access: full web server access logs (Apache “/var/log/apache2/access.log" or
nginx “/var/log/nginx/access.log’) covering at least 90 days; Magento “var/log/system.log” and “var/log/exception.log
for session and API anomalies; database slow-query or general query logs showing bulk SELECT against
“customer_entity’, “sales_order’, or “sales_order_address’ tables; WAF logs showing HTTP 200 responses to REST
API customer endpoints from unexpected source IPs or geolocations; and active session tokens from the application
session store (Redis or filesystem) before any forced invalidation.

Generated by TJS Security Command Center | 2026-05-11 18:49 UTC SCC-DBR-2026-0121 Page 3



SECURITY COMMAND CENTER
Tech Jacks Solutions TLP:CLEAR

Detection — Review web application logs for unusual query volumes against customer PIl tables, mass data
exports, or authenticated sessions originating from unexpected geolocations. Search for indicators matching
T1190 (unexpected HTTP 200 responses to non-standard parameter inputs) and T1530 (bulk object storage
access). No specific IOCs have been publicly released for this incident.

NIST Phase: Detection Analysis

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §3.2 — Detection and Analysis: correlate web application and database logs to identify the
exfiltration vector, scope of records accessed, and attacker session characteristics consistent with IDOR or broken
object-level authorization exploitation.

Controls: NIST SI-4 (System Monitoring) — instrument customer Pl API endpoints and database query logs for
anomalous read volumes, NIST AU-6 (Audit Record Review, Analysis, and Reporting) — perform focused review of
web and DB logs for the suspected incident window, NIST AU-3 (Content of Audit Records) — verify logs capture
source IP, authenticated user identity, endpoint URI, HTTP method, and response code for each customer record
access, CIS 8.2 (Collect Audit Logs) — confirm audit logging was enabled and log integrity is intact for the full incident
window, CIS 7.1 (Establish and Maintain a Vulnerability Management Process) — use detection findings to feed into
root-cause identification of the access control gap

Compensating: Without a SIEM, use “awk {print $1, $7, $9} access.log | sort | uniq -c | sort -rn | head -50" to surface
the top requesting IPs and URIs by response code — look for IPs generating high volumes of HTTP 200s against
“Irest/V1/customers/® or equivalent order-history endpoints. For MITRE T1530 (bulk object storage), if customer
exports or media are stored in S3-compatible storage, enable S3 server access logging and query for "GET" requests
with “?list-type=2" or bulk sequential object keys. Use the free Sigma rule "web_application_enumeration.yml” (SOC
Prime community) adapted for your platform's customer API path pattern. For geolocation anomaly detection without
EDR, cross-reference source IPs in access logs against “geoiplookup™ (MaxMind Geolite2, free tier) in a bash loop.
Evidence: Capture BEFORE analysis: web server access logs showing URI patterns against customer record
endpoints (e.g., Magento “/rest/default/VV1/customers/" or order history endpoints) with response sizes — anomalously
large response bodies on GET requests indicate bulk record extraction; database general query log or audit log
(MySQL: “general_log", PostgreSQL: “pgaudit’) showing sequential or high-volume SELECT from “customer_entity",
“customer_address_entity”, “sales_order’, “sales_flat_order" tables; application authentication logs showing the
specific session ID, account, and login timestamp of the authenticated session used in the attack; CDN or load
balancer logs (Cloudflare, AWS ALB) that may retain request metadata even if origin logs were tampered; and any
WAF event logs flagging parameter tampering (e.g., modified “customerld™ or “orderld" values in API requests
consistent with IDOR exploitation).

Eradication — No specific patch or remediation has been published. Conduct an access control audit of your
own e-commerce stack against CWE-284 patterns: verify that authenticated sessions cannot access other
users' records and that API endpoints enforce object-level authorization. Review for T1078 indicators
(unexpected valid account usage).

NIST Phase: Eradication

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §3.4 — Eradication: remove the exploited access control weakness (CWE-284/IDOR) from
customer-facing API endpoints, invalidate any sessions used in the attack, and verify no unauthorized accounts were
created or privileged during the incident window.

Controls: NIST SI-2 (Flaw Remediation) — identify and correct the broken object-level authorization flaw in the
e-commerce application's customer and order API endpoints, NIST SI-10 (Information Input Validation) — enforce
server-side validation that APl parameters (customer ID, order ID) are scoped to the authenticated session's identity
before returning records, NIST AC-3 (Access Enforcement) — enforce least-privilege access on all customer Pll API
endpoints so that authenticated sessions can only retrieve their own records, NIST IR-4 (Incident Handling) —
document eradication actions taken and validate removal of the vulnerability before recovery, CIS 5.4 (Restrict
Administrator Privileges to Dedicated Administrator Accounts) — review for T1078: audit admin account creation,
password resets, and privilege escalation events during the incident window

Compensating: For a 2-person team with no AppSec budget: use OWASP ZAP (free) in authenticated scan mode
against your staging environment — specifically run the IDOR active scan rule by replaying requests with a second
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authenticated session's cookies substituted in, targeting “/customers/{id}* and “/orders/{id}" endpoints. For T1078
detection without EDR, query your platform's admin user table directly: "SELECT user_id, username, created_at,
last_login FROM admin_user WHERE created_at > " OR last_login > ";" (Magento example). Review application
“var/log/system.log" for any “adminhtml login events from unexpected IPs during the window. Use “grep -i ‘admin’
Ivar/log/apache2/access.log | grep ' 200 ' | awk {print $1}' | sort -u" to identify admin-panel access IPs.

Evidence: Capture BEFORE eradication: a snapshot of the current application codebase (git commit hash or file hash
of the routing and authorization middleware) to document the vulnerable state for post-incident review; database audit
log entries showing all records accessed via the exploited endpoint during the incident window, including the
authenticated “customer_id" or session token used; list of all active sessions in the session store (Redis "KEYS
session:*" or filesystem “/var/lib/php/sessions/") at time of discovery for forensic preservation; any application exception
logs showing authorization bypass attempts or unexpected parameter values; and a record of all accounts with admin
or API access created or modified in the 30 days prior to the incident (from “admin_user" or equivalent table with
timestamps).

Recovery — Validate that customer PIl endpoints return only records scoped to the authenticated session.
Run a data access audit for the incident window to identify the full scope of any similar exposure in your
environment. Monitor for abnormal outbound data transfer post-remediation.

NIST Phase: Recovery

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §3.5 — Recovery: restore the e-commerce platform to verified-secure operation, confirm
object-level authorization is functioning correctly for all customer and order endpoints, and establish monitoring to
detect re-exploitation or exfiltration attempts.

Controls: NIST IR-4 (Incident Handling) — execute recovery in alignment with the incident response plan, verifying the
fix is effective before re-enabling full customer access, NIST SI-6 (Security and Privacy Function Verification) — verify
that authorization controls on customer PIl endpoints correctly enforce session-scoped record access post-fix, NIST
AU-6 (Audit Record Review, Analysis, and Reporting) — conduct retrospective data access audit across the full
incident window to determine scope of customer records exposed, NIST AU-11 (Audit Record Retention) — retain all
logs from the incident window for the duration required by GDPR data breach obligations (minimum 72 hours for
notification, full records for regulatory inquiry), CIS 7.2 (Establish and Maintain a Remediation Process) — track the
access control fix through your remediation process with a defined verification milestone before returning to production
Compensating: Verify the fix with a two-account test: authenticate as Customer A, attempt to retrieve Customer B's
order history and profile via direct API calls (e.g., “curl -H 'Cookie: ' https://yourstore.com/rest/\VV1/customers/*); confirm
HTTP 403 is returned. For outbound data transfer monitoring without EDR, use “tcpdump -i ethO -nn 'dst net not and
dst port 443" -w /tmp/outbound_$(date +%Y%m%d).pcap” on the application server for 72 hours post-remediation and
review for unexpected large transfers. Use Wireshark to analyze the capture, filtering on “tcp.len > 10000 to surface
high-volume outbound sessions.

Evidence: Capture BEFORE declaring recovery complete: a full data access audit report from the database query log
guantifying the exact number of distinct customer records (‘customer_entity” rows) accessed via the exploited endpoint
during the incident window — this is required for GDPR Art. 33 breach notification scope determination; confirmation
that all session tokens active during the incident have been invalidated (Redis "FLUSHDB' confirmation or session file
purge log with timestamp); post-fix authorization test results (pass/fail for cross-account access attempts as above)
documented with timestamps; and outbound network baseline capture from the 72 hours immediately post-remediation
for comparison against pre-incident normal.

Post-Incident — This incident highlights the risk of improper access control (CWE-284) in consumer-facing
e-commerce platforms. Evaluate your OWASP API Security Top 10 posture, specifically API1 (Broken Object
Level Authorization). Add automated access control testing to your CI/CD pipeline and review data
minimization practices to reduce PIl exposure surface.

NIST Phase: Post Incident

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 84 — Post-Incident Activity: conduct lessons-learned review focused on CWE-284 gaps in
object-level authorization, update detection rules and CI/CD security gates to prevent recurrence, and evaluate GDPR
data minimization obligations to reduce PIl exposure scope in future incidents.
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Controls: NIST IR-4 (Incident Handling) — conduct formal post-incident review documenting root cause
(CWE-284/BOLA), detection gaps, and remediation effectiveness, NIST IR-8 (Incident Response Plan) — update the
IR plan to include e-commerce platform-specific playbook steps for broken access control and PlI exfiltration scenarios,
NIST SI-2 (Flaw Remediation) — formalize a process for auditing API endpoint authorization logic as part of ongoing
flaw identification, NIST AU-2 (Event Logging) — update logging requirements to ensure customer record AP| access
is logged with sufficient detail (user identity, record ID accessed, response size) to support future breach scope
determination, CIS 7.1 (Establish and Maintain a Vulnerability Management Process) — incorporate OWASP API
Security Top 10 (API1: BOLA) checks into the vulnerability management process for all customer-facing API surfaces,
CIS 7.4 (Perform Automated Application Patch Management) — add BOLA/IDOR-specific security test cases to the
CI/CD pipeline as a blocking gate before production deployment

Compensating: Add a free OWASP ZAP baseline scan as a CI/CD step (GitHub Actions:
“zaproxy/action-baseline@v0.9.0") with a custom rule targeting your customer and order API paths. Write a Sigma rule
detecting high-volume authenticated reads against customer Pll endpoints: condition “selection: http.urijcontains:
‘lcustomers/* AND http.status: 200 AND count() by http.client_ip > 100 within 5m". For data minimization, run "SELECT
column_name, table_name FROM information_schema.columns WHERE table_schema=" AND column_name IN
(‘email','phone’,'address’,'dob");” to enumerate all PlI-holding columns and assess whether each is operationally
necessary. Use a quarterly cron job to generate this inventory and flag new additions for review.

Evidence: Preserve for post-incident record and potential GDPR regulatory inquiry: the complete incident timeline
document with log evidence showing first unauthorized access, duration of exposure, and record count accessed; the
authorization test results from recovery validation demonstrating the fix effectiveness; a data inventory report mapping
which customer PII fields were accessible via the exploited endpoint (hames, contact details, order history as
confirmed in the advisory) to support GDPR Art. 33 notification content; and the updated threat model or API security
assessment reflecting OWASP API1 (BOLA) remediation steps taken, for retention as evidence of due diligence under
GDPR Art. 5(1)(f) (integrity and confidentiality).

I Detection Guidance

No confirmed I0Cs have been released for this incident. For detection in analogous environments: monitor web
application firewall and application logs for bulk GET requests against customer profile or order history
endpoints within a single authenticated session; alert on session-to-record volume anomalies (e.g., one session
accessing hundreds of distinct customer records); review authentication logs for T1078 indicators such as valid
accounts authenticating at unusual hours or from unexpected source IPs; check cloud storage access logs for
T1530 patterns including bulk object enumeration or export outside normal application service accounts. All
detection logic should be treated as hypothesis-driven hunting given the absence of specific IOC data.

I Framework Mappings

MITRE-ATTACK
e T1530 — Data from Cloud Storage
e T1190 — Exploit Public-Facing Application
e T1078 — Valid Accounts

NIST-800-53R5

¢ CA-8 — Penetration Testing
¢ RA-5— Vulnerability Monitoring and Scanning
e SC-7 — Boundary Protection

¢ S|-2 — Flaw Remediation
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e SI-7 — Software, Firmware, and Information Integrity

* AC-2 — Account Management

e AC-6 — Least Privilege

* [A-2 — Identification and Authentication (Organizational Users)
¢ |A-5 — Authenticator Management

* AC-3 — Access Enforcement
OWASP-TOP10-2021

e A01:2021 — Broken Access Control
CIS-Vv8

e 6.1 — Establish an Access Granting Process

e 6.2 — Establish an Access Revoking Process
SOC2-TSC

e CC6.1 — The entity implements logical access security software, infrastructure, and architectures over
protected information assets

e CC7.4 — Responds to identified security incidents

e (CC6.3 — Authorizes, modifies, or removes access
HIPAA-SECURITY

e 164.312(a)(1) — Access Control
e 164.308(a)(6)(ii) — Response and Reporting

ISO-27001-2022

* A.8.8 — Management of technical vulnerabilities

* A.5.34 — Privacy and protection of personal information
NIST-CSF-2

¢ RS.CO-03 — Recovery activities and progress communicated

I MITRE ATT&CK Mapping

Technique ID Technique Name Tactic

T1530 Data from Cloud Storage Collection

T1190 Exploit Public-Facing Application Initial-Access

T1078 Valid Accounts Defense-Evasion
I Sources

Generated by TJS Security Command Center | 2026-05-11 18:49 UTC SCC-DBR-2026-0121 Page 7



SECURITY COMMAND CENTER

Tech Jacks Solutions TLP:CLEAR
Source URL Tier
gemini https://research.checkpoint.com/2026/11th-may-threat-intelligence-r... T3
Skoda Secu rity Incident https://cybersecuritynews.com/skoda-security-incident/ T3

Exposes Customers
Data From Online Shop

Skoda Security Incident https://teamwin.in/skoda-security-incident-exposes-customers-data-f... T3
Exposes Customers
Data From Online Shop

Skoda Archives - https://www.securityweek.com/topics/skoda/ T3
SecurityWeek

Digital Vulnerability in https://www.youtube.com/shorts/nmOFT4RINHA T3
the Automotive Sector -
YouTube

DISCLAIMER

This intelligence report is produced by Tech Jacks Solutions Security Command Center (SCC) for informational purposes only. It does not constitute
professional security advice, legal counsel, or an incident response engagement. The information herein is derived from publicly available sources and
Al-assisted analysis; while every effort is made to ensure accuracy, Tech Jacks Solutions makes no warranties regarding completeness or timeliness.
Organizations should conduct their own validation and consult qualified security professionals before taking action based on this report. Tech Jacks
Solutions is not liable for any damages resulting from the use of this information.

Generated 2026-05-11 18:49 UTC by TJS Security Command Center

Generated by TJS Security Command Center | 2026-05-11 18:49 UTC SCC-DBR-2026-0121 Page 8



