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I Executive Summary

The FTC's 2025 consumer fraud data points to social media platforms as the dominant vector for
large-scale financial fraud, with reported losses reaching $2.1 billion, a figure that reflects only what
consumers actually reported. For organizations, the risk extends beyond individual employees. social
engineering campaigns that begin on consumer platforms routinely pivot to corporate credential theft,
executive impersonation, and supply chain fraud. The scale and sophistication of these campaigns signal
that social platforms are now a primary attack surface requiring active monitoring, not passive policy.

I Technical Analysis

Social media fraud in 2025 operated across several converging attack patterns, each mapped to documented
MITRE ATT&CK techniques. Impersonation campaigns (T1656, T1585, T1585.001) established fraudulent
personas or cloned legitimate accounts, executives, brands, government agencies, to manufacture trust before
soliciting money or credentials. Phishing via direct message (T1566, T1566.003) delivered malicious links or
attachments outside the perimeter of traditional email security controls, bypassing gateway filtering entirely.
Spearphishing for information (T1598) targeted individuals with tailored lures, often cross-referencing publicly
available profile data to increase plausibility. Fake marketplace listings and investment fraud schemes exploited
the trust architecture inherent to platform recommendation systems and social graphs.

Three defensive gaps dominate this attack surface. First, social platforms fall outside the coverage of most
enterprise security tooling, EDR, DLP, and email gateway monitoring do not extend to what employees receive
in LinkedIn DMs or Instagram inboxes. Second, impersonation of executives and brands is structurally difficult to
detect at scale; most organizations lack a formal brand monitoring or executive protection program. Third,
investment and romance scam tradecraft increasingly mirrors business email compromise: slow-build trust
relationships, urgent financial requests, and pressure tactics that exploit cognitive bias rather than technical
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vulnerability.

The FTC is the authoritative U.S. source for this data. The $2.1 billion figure is attributed to FTC reporting and
was sourced via secondary attribution; the primary FTC report should be consulted to confirm the exact figure
and breakdown by fraud category. The NSA's guidance on social media operational security
(media.defense.gov) and peer-reviewed research on social media's impact on societal security (PMC/NIH)
provide corroborating structural analysis of the threat surface.

I Action Checklist

1. Step 1: Assess exposure, inventory which social platforms employees use for business purposes
(LinkedIn, X, Facebook, WhatsApp Business) and whether any are formally sanctioned or monitored.

2. Step 2: Review controls, verify whether your organization has executive impersonation monitoring,
brand protection scanning, or social media threat intelligence feeds in place; confirm phishing awareness
training explicitly covers direct-message lures, not only email.

3. Step 3: Update threat model, add social-platform-delivered spearphishing and executive impersonation
as explicit threat scenarios in your threat register, referencing T1566.003, T1598, and T1656.

4. Step 4: Communicate findings, brief HR, finance, and procurement leadership on business email
compromise and vendor fraud scenarios that originate on social platforms; quantify exposure using the
FTC's $2.1B figure as industry context.

5. Step 5: Monitor developments, track FTC enforcement actions via ftc.gov/news, subscribe to platform
policy change alerts from major social networks, and review follow-on FTC reporting (available at
ftc.gov/reports) for updated fraud category breakdowns specific to business-targeted campaigns.

I IR / Forensic Enrichment

Triage Priority STANDARD

Escalation Criteria Escalate immediately to CISO and legal counsel if any employee reports receiving a
social-platform message that resulted in a wire transfer, credential disclosure, or vendor
banking detail change, or if brand monitoring detects an active executive impersonation
account soliciting financial action from internal or external parties — both conditions may
trigger state breach naotification obligations if personal or financial data was accessed.

Recovery Notes Because this threat operates at the awareness and process level rather than through
exploited infrastructure, recovery focuses on validating that no social-platform-originated fraud
has already succeeded undetected: audit the last 90 days of wire transfers, vendor banking
detail changes, and new vendor onboarding events in finance and procurement for anomalies
consistent with FTC-documented BEC patterns (urgency framing, out-of-band payment
requests, new account numbers). Monitor executive social media accounts and brand
presence weekly for 60 days following any confirmed impersonation incident to detect
replication or follow-on campaigns by the same threat actor. Update the IR plan and training
materials within 30 days of any confirmed incident to incorporate the specific lure technique,
platform, and social engineering script used so that future training reflects observed rather
than hypothetical scenarios.
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Forensic Artifacts LinkedIn InMail and direct message history for executive and finance-role accounts — in a
confirmed social-platform BEC incident, the conversation thread is primary evidence of the
impersonation script, timing, and requested action; export via LinkedIn Data Export (Settings
> Data Privacy > Get a copy of your data) before account changes are made | WhatsApp
Business message logs and contact registration records — for vendor impersonation
scenarios, the fraudulent contact's phone number and display name are key artifacts; on
Android, WhatsApp databases are stored at /data/data/com.whatsapp/databases/msgstore.db
and can be acquired via ADB backup if device is corporate-managed | Financial system audit
logs for wire transfer approvals, vendor master file changes, and new payee additions in the
90 days preceding detection — cross-reference requestor identity, approval chain, and
whether the change was preceded by an out-of-band communication on a social platform
rather than through formal procurement channels | Email gateway and mail client logs for
forwarding rules, inbox filter changes, or auto-forward configurations created around the time
of suspected social-platform contact — FTC-documented BEC campaigns frequently
compromise email accounts after initial social media contact, then create forwarding rules to
intercept financial communications; query Exchange or Google Workspace admin logs for
new forwarding rule creation events | Social platform transparency and account security logs
— LinkedIn account login history (downloadable via data export), Facebook Business
Manager access logs, and any connected app authorizations added to executive accounts
during the suspected campaign window; OAuth token grants to unrecognized third-party apps
are a forensic indicator of account compromise following a credential-harvesting DM lure

Per-Action IR Details

Step 1: Assess exposure — inventory which social platforms employees use for business purposes
(LinkedlIn, X, Facebook, WhatsApp Business) and whether any are formally sanctioned or monitored.

NIST Phase: Preparation

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §2 — Preparation: Establishing IR capability through asset and exposure inventory prior to
incident occurrence

Controls: NIST IR-4 (Incident Handling) — requires preparation as an explicit phase of incident handling capability,
NIST SI-5 (Security Alerts, Advisories, and Directives) — directs organizations to receive and act on external threat
intelligence, including FTC fraud reporting applicable here, CIS 1.1 (Establish and Maintain Detailed Enterprise Asset
Inventory) — extend asset scope to include sanctioned social platform accounts and business-use profiles as
organizational assets, CIS 2.1 (Establish and Maintain a Software Inventory) — enumerate sanctioned social media
applications (LinkedIn mobile, WhatsApp Business, X) installed on corporate-managed endpoints

Compensating: Use osquery to enumerate social media applications installed on managed endpoints: "SELECT
name, path, bundle_identifier FROM apps WHERE name LIKE '%LinkedIn%' OR name LIKE '%WhatsApp%' OR name
LIKE '%Twitter%';” (macOS) or query "SELECT name, install_location FROM programs WHERE name LIKE
'%LinkedIn%';" on Windows. Cross-reference against an HR-maintained list of roles that have approved business-use
social accounts (e.g., recruiting, marketing, executive). Document unsanctioned platforms in a simple spreadsheet with
owner, purpose, and data sensitivity — no tooling required.

Evidence: Before inventorying, capture a point-in-time snapshot of current organizational footprint: export LinkedIn
company page admin list, Facebook Business Manager user roster, and WhatsApp Business account registration
details. Pull Mobile Device Management (MDM) enroliment records showing which corporate devices have social
media apps installed. If no MDM, run the osquery above across endpoints. This baseline proves which accounts
existed pre-incident and supports attribution if an executive impersonation account later mimics a legitimate employee
profile found in this inventory.

Step 2: Review controls — verify whether your organization has executive impersonation monitoring, brand
protection scanning, or social media threat intelligence feeds in place; confirm phishing awareness training
explicitly covers direct-message lures, not only email.

Generated by TJS Security Command Center | 2026-05-02 13:42 UTC SCC-STY-2026-0105 Page 3



SECURITY COMMAND CENTER SCC- STY-2026- 0105
Tech Jacks Solutions TLP:CLEAR

NIST Phase: Preparation

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §2 — Preparation: Validating detection and prevention capability gaps before
social-platform-originated incidents occur

Controls: NIST IR-2 (Incident Response Training) — mandates that training reflect actual incident scenarios; social
media DM lures targeting finance, HR, and procurement staff represent a documented FTC-reported attack vector
requiring explicit coverage, NIST SI-4 (System Monitoring) — requires monitoring coverage to extend to all vectors
through which adversarial activity enters the organization, including social platforms used for business
communications, NIST AU-2 (Event Logging) — verify that login events and communications from sanctioned social
platforms (LinkedIn InMail, WhatsApp Business messages) are logged where technically feasible, CIS 6.3 (Require
MFA for Externally-Exposed Applications) — validate MFA enforcement on all sanctioned social media business
accounts to prevent account takeover that enables impersonation, CIS 7.1 (Establish and Maintain a Vulnerability
Management Process) — extend vulnerability management scope to include periodic review of social media account
security settings and brand protection posture

Compensating: For brand protection without commercial tooling: configure Google Alerts for '[CompanyName] CEO',
'[ExecutiveName] LinkedIn', and [CompanyName] verify' to detect impersonation accounts. Use the free tier of Social
Search (social-searcher.com) or manually search LinkedIn weekly for accounts using your executives' names and
headshots. For DM phishing awareness, add a 5-minute module to existing KnowBe4 free tier or produce a one-page
internal bulletin with real FTC-documented examples of WhatsApp Business and LinkedIn InMail BEC lures, distributed
via internal email. Document training completion in a spreadsheet for compliance evidence.

Evidence: Prior to the control review, preserve current training records showing last completion date and content
scope — specifically whether DM/social phishing scenarios were included. Export current social platform account
security settings (MFA status, trusted devices, connected apps) for all executive accounts as screenshots with
timestamps. If a commercial brand monitoring tool is in use, export the last 90 days of alerts to establish a baseline of
detected impersonation attempts before any configuration changes are made.

Step 3: Update threat model — add social-platform-delivered spearphishing and executive impersonation as
explicit threat scenarios in your threat register, referencing T1566.003, T1598, and T1656.

NIST Phase: Preparation

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §2 — Preparation: Updating organizational threat models and risk registers to reflect
current adversarial techniques prior to detection or response

Controls: NIST IR-8 (Incident Response Plan) — the IR plan must reflect current threat scenarios; T1566.003
(Spearphishing via Service), T1598 (Phishing for Information), and T1656 (Impersonation) documented in this
FTC-corroborated reporting constitute threat intelligence that must drive plan updates, NIST RA-3 (Risk Assessment)
— formalize the social-platform fraud risk using the FTC's $2.1B loss figure as likelihood and impact evidence for the
risk register entry, NIST SI-5 (Security Alerts, Advisories, and Directives) — the FTC's 2025 fraud report constitutes an
authoritative external advisory that triggers a review and update obligation under this control, CIS 7.2 (Establish and
Maintain a Remediation Process) — the threat model update should produce prioritized remediation items (training
gaps, monitoring gaps, policy gaps) with assigned owners and target dates

Compensating: Document T1566.003, T1598, and T1656 entries in a simple threat register (a structured spreadsheet
suffices) with columns for: technique ID, technique name, platform applicability (LinkedIn DM, WhatsApp Business, X
DM), example scenario drawn from FTC fraud categories (investment fraud, romance scam pivoting to BEC, vendor
impersonation), current detection coverage (yes/no/partial), and owner. Reference the MITRE ATT&CK pages directly
(attack.mitre.org) for detection and mitigation guidance at no cost. For a 2-person team, schedule a 60-minute tabletop
exercise simulating a LinkedIn-delivered spearphishing scenario targeting a finance employee to validate IR readiness
against these specific techniques.

Evidence: Before updating the threat model, retrieve the current version of the threat register with its last-modified
date to establish the pre-update baseline — this documents the gap period during which social-platform threats were
not formally modeled. Pull any prior IR tickets or security incident reports that involved social media contact as an initial
vector, even if classified as phishing, to validate that historical incidents match the newly added threat scenarios. This
retrospective evidence supports the risk assessment update and demonstrates due diligence if a subsequent incident
occurs.
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Step 4: Communicate findings — brief HR, finance, and procurement leadership on business email
compromise and vendor fraud scenarios that originate on social platforms; quantify exposure using the FTC's
$2.1B figure as industry context.

NIST Phase: Preparation

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 82 — Preparation: Ensuring stakeholder awareness and communication channels are
established before an incident requires rapid escalation to business leadership

Controls: NIST IR-6 (Incident Reporting) — establish reporting expectations with HR, finance, and procurement now,
so that when a social-platform-originated BEC or vendor fraud attempt is detected, those teams know to report it
immediately to the IR function rather than attempting independent resolution, NIST IR-7 (Incident Response
Assistance) — brief these departments on the IR support resource available to them and the specific scenarios
(WhatsApp Business vendor impersonation, LinkedIn executive clone accounts soliciting wire transfers) where they
should invoke it, NIST IR-2 (Incident Response Training) — the briefing constitutes role-specific IR training for
non-technical stakeholders who are the primary targets of social-platform BEC campaigns, CIS 5.4 (Restrict
Administrator Privileges to Dedicated Administrator Accounts) — use the briefing to reinforce that finance and
procurement staff processing payments should not be doing so from accounts with elevated system privileges,
reducing blast radius if credentials are harvested via a social platform lure

Compensating: Prepare a one-page brief using FTC-published fraud category data (investment scams, impersonation
fraud, romance scams) as the credibility anchor, then map each to a business-specific scenario: a LinkedIn message
from a 'CFO clone' requesting an urgent wire, a WhatsApp message from a 'vendor' updating banking details, or an X
DM impersonating a supplier's account manager. Distribute via internal email with a read-receipt request for audit
evidence. No budget required. For the verbal briefing, use a 20-minute slot in an existing leadership meeting —
prepare three specific example scripts drawn from FTC complaint data showing how the social-platform lure escalates
to financial loss, so leadership can recognize the pattern.

Evidence: Prior to the briefing, document which departments have previously received phishing awareness training
and whether that training included social media scenarios — this gap analysis is the evidential basis for the briefing's
urgency. Preserve any internal help desk tickets or user-reported emails where employees flagged suspicious social
media contact from individuals claiming to be vendors, executives, or partners; these real organizational examples are
more persuasive than FTC statistics and may already indicate active targeting of your organization.

Step 5: Monitor developments — track FTC enforcement actions, platform policy changes, and follow-on FTC
reporting for updated fraud category breakdowns and trend data specific to business-targeted campaigns.

NIST Phase: Post Incident

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 84 — Post-Incident Activity: Continuous improvement through integration of external threat
intelligence and updated adversarial TTPs into organizational security posture

Controls: NIST SI-5 (Security Alerts, Advisories, and Directives) — subscribe to FTC consumer alerts
(consumer.ftc.gov/features/scam-alerts) and CISA social engineering advisories as authoritative external sources
triggering periodic posture review, NIST IR-5 (Incident Monitoring) — extend incident monitoring scope to include
tracking of FTC enforcement actions and platform policy changes that signal shifts in adversarial tactics affecting
social-platform BEC campaigns, NIST AU-6 (Audit Record Review, Analysis, and Reporting) — establish a recurring
review cadence (monthly recommended) to correlate any internal security events involving social media contact
against newly published FTC fraud trend data, CIS 7.1 (Establish and Maintain a Vulnerability Management Process)
— treat changes in social platform policies (e.g., LinkedIn verification changes, WhatsApp Business API policy
updates) as environmental changes requiring vulnerability posture reassessment, CIS 7.2 (Establish and Maintain a
Remediation Process) — when FTC reporting identifies new fraud categories or escalating loss vectors targeting
businesses, trigger a remediation process review to assess whether existing controls address the updated threat

Compensating: Configure free RSS feed subscriptions to the FTC's Business Blog
(ftc.gov/news-events/blogs/business-blog) and CISA's Cybersecurity Advisories feed using any free RSS reader
(Feedly free tier, Inoreader). Set a monthly 30-minute calendar block for a 2-person team to review new FTC
enforcement actions and cross-reference against your threat register entries for T1566.003, T1598, and T1656. Track
LinkedIn and Meta's transparency reports (published quarterly) for policy enforcement data on fake accounts and
impersonation takedowns — significant drops in platform enforcement actions may indicate increased adversarial
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activity reaching users. Document each monthly review with a brief summary note appended to the threat register for
audit continuity.

Evidence: Maintain a running log of FTC enforcement actions and platform policy changes with dates, referenced
fraud categories, and your assessment of organizational impact — this log serves as evidence of continuous
monitoring under NIST SI-5 and supports audit inquiries. Archive each version of the threat register entry for
T1566.003, T1598, and T1656 with timestamps showing when updates were made in response to new FTC or CISA
reporting, demonstrating that threat intelligence integration is an active and documented process rather than a
one-time exercise.

I Detection Guidance

No technical IOCs (hashes, IPs, domains) are available for this category-level FTC report; indicators are
behavioral and pattern-based rather than artifact-based.

For security operations and threat hunting, prioritize the following detection angles:

- Email and messaging anomalies: Look for inbound messages referencing social media contact as a prior
touchpoint ("We connected on LinkedIn, please see attached'). These hybrid lures are common in business
email compromise chains that begin on social platforms.

- Identity and brand abuse: Monitor for unauthorized use of executive names, company logos, or
domain-adjacent handles across major platforms. Paid tools such as Recorded Future Brand Intelligence or
ZeroFOX accelerate detection; manual platform search and Google Alerts on executive names + company
name provide baseline coverage at no cost.

- Finance and wire transfer controls: Review change-of-banking-information requests and urgent wire transfer
approvals for social engineering indicators, particularly when the requestor references a prior social media or
messaging exchange.

- User-reported incidents: Establish a clear reporting path for employees who receive suspicious social media
contact. Many social engineering chains are detectable at the first contact stage if employees know where to
report.

- Platform policy audit: Review whether any employees are using personal social accounts for business
communications in ways that create exploitable data exposure (e.g., public job titles, project names, vendor
relationships visible in profile activity).

I Framework Mappings

MITRE-ATTACK

e T1566.003 — Spearphishing via Service
e T1598 — Phishing for Information

e T1656 — Impersonation

e T1585 — Establish Accounts

e T1585.001 — Social Media Accounts

e T1566 — Phishing

NIST-800-53R5
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e AT-2 — Literacy Training and Awareness
¢ CA-7 — Continuous Monitoring

e SC-7 — Boundary Protection

e SI-3 — Malicious Code Protection

e Sl-4 — System Monitoring

e SI-8 — Spam Protection

CIS-v8

e 14.2 — Train Workforce Members to Recognize Social Engineering Attacks

HIPAA-SECURITY

e 164.308(a)(5)(i) — Security Awareness and Training

ISO-27001-2022

¢ A.5.34 — Privacy and protection of personal information

I MITRE ATT&CK Mapping

Technique ID Technique Name Tactic
T1566. 003 Spearphishing via Service Initial-Access
T1598 Phishing for Information Reconnaissance
T1656 Impersonation Defense-Evasion
T1585 Establish Accounts Resource-Development
T1585. 001 Social Media Accounts Resource-Development
T1566 Phishing Initial-Access

I Sources
Source URL Tier
What Is a Social Media https://www.proofpoint.com/us/threat-reference/social-media-threats T3
Threat? Attacks &
Security | Proofpoint US
Top Five Social Media https://www.csdpool.org/top-five-social-media-security-risks T3
Security Risks
12 Social Media Threats https://blackbird.ai/blog/social-media-threats/ T3

to Be Aware Of & How
to Prevent Them
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Source URL Tier

[PDF] National Security https://media.defense.gov/2021/Feb/04/2002576239/-1/-1/0/KEEPING%20. T1
Agency | Keeping Safe
on Social Media

Social media impact on https://pmc.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/articles/PMC11947725/ T1
societal security - PMC -
NIH

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.
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