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I Executive Summary

US lawmakers have introduced the Al Incident Reporting Act, a proposed hill that would require
developers of high-risk Al systems to notify the Commerce Department within seven days of major safety
or security incidents, including Al attempts to evade human oversight or gain unauthorized system access.
Organizations developing or deploying Al systems classified as '‘covered models' under the legislation
would face new federal disclosure obligations analogous to CISA's CIRCIA reporting requirements. This
is a regulatory development, not an active exploit; however, Al-dependent organizations should begin
assessing their incident detection and reporting readiness now to avoid compliance gaps if the hill
advances.

I Technical Analysis

No CVE, CWE, or CVSS score is associated with this item. This is a proposed US federal legislative
development, not a technical vulnerability. The Al Incident Reporting Act would establish mandatory reporting
obligations for developers of designated ‘covered' advanced Al models operating in the United States.
Reportable incident categories would include: Al model attempts to circumvent human oversight mechanisms,
deceptive behavior directed at operators or users, and unauthorized access to systems or data by Al model
components. The seven-day reporting window mirrors CIRCIA's structure. No patches, vendor advisories, or
technical mitigations apply. Confidence in the bill's specific provisions is medium; the bill details are drawn from
secondary reporting and vendor analysis rather than direct review of official bill text. Organizations should verify
specific provisions against official Congressional sources (congress.gov) and Commerce Department
announcements before implementing compliance measures.
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I Action Checklist

1. Step 1: Awareness, Assign a GRC or legal/compliance owner to track this bill's status through official
Congressional channels (congress.gov) and Commerce Department announcements; do not rely on
secondary reporting for material compliance decisions.

2. Step 2: Inventory, Identify all Al systems your organization develops or deploys that could qualify as
‘covered models' under a high-risk or advanced Al classification framework; document model purpose,
deployment scope, and data access privileges (supports NIST SI-4 system monitoring scope and CIS
Control 2: Asset Management).

3. Step 3: Gap Assessment, Evaluate your current incident detection capabilities against the proposed
reportable incident categories: does your monitoring detect Al model attempts to access unauthorized
resources, deviate from intended behavior, or suppress oversight signals? Map gaps to NIST AU-2 event
logging and NIST IR-5 incident monitoring.

4. Step 4: Policy Readiness, Review and update your incident response plan (NIST IR-8) and reporting
procedures (NIST IR-6) to incorporate a seven-day federal disclosure workflow; identify who owns Al
incident classification, escalation, and external notification.

5. Step 5: Post-Enactment Preparation, If the bill advances, conduct tabletop exercises (NIST IR-3)
simulating an Al safety or security incident requiring federal disclosure; document lessons learned and
close control gaps before any effective date.

I IR / Forensic Enrichment

Triage Priority DEFERRED

Escalation Criteria Escalate to GRC leadership and legal counsel immediately if the bill passes committee vote,
is signed into law, or if Commerce Department NTIA publishes a Request for Information or
interim rule establishing covered model definitions — any of these events converts this from a
monitoring item to an active compliance obligation with a hard enforcement timeline.

Recovery Notes Because this threat is a proposed regulatory obligation rather than an active technical
incident, 'recovery' in this context means achieving documented compliance readiness before
any enacted effective date. Verify that the Al model inventory is complete and current, that the
IR plan reflects the seven-day federal disclosure workflow, and that at least one tabletop
exercise has been conducted and its lessons closed. Once the bill's status resolves —
whether enacted, amended, or withdrawn — update the compliance tracking record
accordingly and retain all preparatory artifacts for a minimum of three years to support
potential audit or enforcement review.
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Forensic Artifacts Al model inventory record with documented model purpose, deployment scope, data access
privileges, and covered-model classification rationale — the primary artifact establishing
regulatory scope under the proposed bill | Gap assessment matrix mapping current event
logging and monitoring capabilities against each proposed reportable incident category
(unauthorized resource access by Al model, behavioral deviation, oversight suppression),
with timestamps and reviewer identity | Versioned incident response plan and Al incident
reporting SOP showing pre- and post-update states, editor attribution, and review dates —
demonstrates proactive policy alignment with the proposed seven-day federal disclosure
requirement | Tabletop exercise package: scenario inject, decision log with simulated T+0
through T+7 timeline, draft Commerce Department notification template, and lessons-learned
summary with remediation closure evidence | Congressional and regulatory tracking log
(congress.gov bill status exports, NTIA announcement archives) with timestamps and
compliance owner sign-offs — establishes a documented chain of regulatory awareness for
audit or enforcement proceedings

Per-Action IR Details

Step 1: Awareness — Assign a GRC or legal/compliance owner to track this bill's status through official
Congressional channels (congress.gov) and Commerce Department announcements; do not rely on
secondary reporting for material compliance decisions.

NIST Phase: Preparation

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §2 — Preparation: Establishing IR capability includes regulatory awareness, policy
ownership assignment, and maintaining current knowledge of applicable legal obligations before an incident or
compliance trigger occurs.

Controls: NIST IR-1 (Policy And Procedures), NIST IR-8 (Incident Response Plan)

Compensating: A 2-person GRC team can configure a free congress.gov RSS feed or email alert for bill number
tracking, and set a recurring calendar review (bi-weekly) to check Commerce Department NTIA announcements at
ntia.gov. Maintain a shared tracking log (Google Sheets or Markdown file in a Git repo) with bill status, effective date
estimates, and compliance owner sign-off fields.

Evidence: No live system state is altered by this step; order-of-volatility capture is not applicable. Document the
tracking artifacts themselves: screenshot or export of the congress.gov bill page with timestamp, name of assigned
compliance owner, and date of initial review — this creates the audit trail demonstrating proactive regulatory
awareness prior to any enforcement effective date.

Step 2: Inventory — ldentify all Al systems your organization develops or deploys that could qualify as
‘covered models' under a high-risk or advanced Al classification framework; document model purpose,
deployment scope, and data access privileges (supports NIST SI-4 system monitoring scope and CIS 2.1
software inventory).

NIST Phase: Preparation

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §2 — Preparation: Knowing the asset landscape in advance — including which systems
are in scope for regulatory reporting — is a foundational preparation activity that enables accurate incident scoping and
faster classification when an Al safety or security event occurs.

Controls: NIST SI-4 (System Monitoring), NIST IR-5 (Incident Monitoring), CIS 1.1 (Establish and Maintain Detailed
Enterprise Asset Inventory), CIS 2.1 (Establish and Maintain a Software Inventory), CIS 3.2 (Establish and Maintain a
Data Inventory)

Compensating: Use a structured inventory spreadsheet capturing: model name, version, hosting environment
(cloud/on-prem), primary use case, training data categories, external API access, and data privilege level
(read/write/execute on which systems). For teams without a CMDB, osquery can enumerate running ML inference
processes and their network connections on Linux/Windows hosts (SELECT name, pid, cmdline FROM processes
WHERE name LIKE '%python%' OR name LIKE '%torch%'"). Cross-reference against cloud IAM policies to document
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what data the model can reach.

Evidence: No live state is altered by this step. Record the inventory snapshot with a timestamp and version number; if
Al models are running in containerized environments, capture “docker ps --format '{{.Names}} {{.Image}} {{.Ports}}"
output as a dated artifact to establish baseline deployment scope before any regulatory effective date creates
retroactive documentation obligations.

Step 3: Gap Assessment — Evaluate your current incident detection capabilities against the proposed
reportable incident categories: does your monitoring detect Al model attempts to access unauthorized
resources, deviate from intended behavior, or suppress oversight signals? Map gaps to NIST AU-2 event
logging and NIST IR-5 incident monitoring.

NIST Phase: Preparation

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §2 — Preparation: Gap assessment against defined incident categories (here, Al attempts
to evade oversight or access unauthorized resources) is a preparation-phase activity that determines whether the
organization can detect, classify, and report the specific event types the Al Incident Reporting Act would mandate.
Controls: NIST AU-2 (Event Logging), NIST AU-6 (Audit Record Review, Analysis, And Reporting), NIST IR-5
(Incident Monitoring), NIST SI-4 (System Monitoring), CIS 8.2 (Collect Audit Logs)

Compensating: For teams without enterprise SIEM, deploy Sysmon on Windows hosts running Al inference
workloads with a configuration targeting process creation (Event ID 1), network connections (Event ID 3), and file
creation (Event ID 11) for ML runtime processes (python.exe, model serving binaries). On Linux, use auditd rules to log
execve and socket calls by the model service account UID. Write Sigma rules targeting anomalous outbound
connections from the model process to destinations outside its defined operational scope — this directly addresses the
'unauthorized resource access' reportable category in the proposed bill.

Evidence: This step does not alter live system state. The gap assessment output itself is a key artifact: document
current log sources, retention periods, and detection rule coverage mapped against each proposed reportable incident
category (unauthorized resource access, behavioral deviation, oversight suppression). Retain the gap matrix with a
timestamp as evidence of pre-compliance due diligence.

Step 4: Policy Readiness — Review and update your incident response plan (NIST IR-8) and reporting
procedures (NIST IR-6) to incorporate a seven-day federal disclosure workflow; identify who owns Al incident
classification, escalation, and external notification.

NIST Phase: Preparation

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §2 — Preparation: Updating the IR plan and notification procedures to reflect new
regulatory reporting timelines (the bill's proposed seven-day disclosure window to the Commerce Department) is a
preparation activity analogous to pre-positioning CIRCIA reporting workflows before a trigger event occurs.

Controls: NIST IR-1 (Policy And Procedures), NIST IR-6 (Incident Reporting), NIST IR-8 (Incident Response Plan),
NIST IR-4 (Incident Handling)

Compensating: A 2-person team can create a lightweight Al Incident Reporting SOP as a versioned Markdown
document in Git, defining: (1) classification criteria for a 'covered model' incident, (2) the internal escalation chain from
detection to GRCl/legal sign-off, (3) a pre-drafted Commerce Department notification template with required fields, and
(4) a countdown tracker triggered at T+0 (incident declaration) targeting T+7 days. Store the SOP alongside your
existing IR plan and review it whenever the bill's status changes materially.

Evidence: No live state is altered. Retain versioned copies of the pre- and post-update IR plan and reporting
procedures with editor identity and timestamp — this version history demonstrates that the organization proactively
updated its notification workflows in response to the proposed regulatory obligation, which is relevant evidence in any
future compliance audit or enforcement inquiry.

Step 5: Post-Enactment Preparation — If the bill advances, conduct tabletop exercises (NIST IR-3) simulating
an Al safety or security incident requiring federal disclosure; document lessons learned and close control
gaps before any effective date.

NIST Phase: Post Incident
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Reference: NIST 800-61r3 84 — Post-Incident Activity: Tabletop exercises and lessons-learned activities that
stress-test IR plan updates — here, specifically the seven-day federal disclosure workflow for Al safety and security
incidents — map to the post-incident improvement cycle, used proactively before a real triggering event to validate
readiness.

Controls: NIST IR-3 (Incident Response Testing), NIST IR-8 (Incident Response Plan), NIST IR-2 (Incident Response

Training), CIS 7.1 (Establish and Maintain a Vulnerability Management Process)

Compensating: A 2-person team can conduct a structured tabletop in 2—-3 hours using a written scenario: an Al model

classified as a covered system begins making API calls to data stores outside its defined scope, and internal
monitoring generates an alert at T+0. Walk through: detection confirmation, covered-model classification decision,
internal escalation, GRC/legal sign-off, and drafting the Commerce Department notification — all within a simulated

seven-day clock. Document decision points, time-to-action at each stage, and any procedural gaps discovered. Record

lessons learned in a dated artifact tied to the IR plan version under test.

Evidence: No production live state is altered during a tabletop exercise. Capture the following artifacts from the
exercise itself: scenario inject document, attendance record with roles, decision log with timestamps simulating T+0

through T+7, draft notification template produced during the exercise, and the lessons-learned summary with assigned

remediation owners and target closure dates — this package constitutes evidence of IR readiness testing for audit
purposes.

I Detection Guidance

No IOCs, attack signatures, or log-based indicators apply to this governance item. Detection readiness relevant

to the proposed legislation centers on behavioral monitoring of Al systems. Security operations teams should
audit whether existing SIEM rules and log collection (NIST AU-2, CIS Control 8: Audit Log Management)
capture Al model runtime behavior, including: API calls to systems outside defined model scope, privilege

escalation attempts originating from Al process accounts, anomalous output patterns that deviate from baseline

(potential deception indicators), and suppression or modification of audit log entries by Al components (NIST
AU-9, NIST SI-7 integrity monitoring). If your organization lacks Al-specific behavioral baselines, establishing
them now supports both operational security and future compliance evidence. No specific event IDs or query
syntax can be provided without knowledge of your Al platform and logging stack.

I Framework Mappings

ISO-27001-2022
¢ A.8.8 — Management of technical vulnerabilities
SOC2-TSC

¢ (CC6.3 — Authorizes, modifies, or removes access

I Sources

Source

Top Al Security https://cycode.com/blog/ai-security-vulnerabilities/ T3
Vulnerabilities to Watch
out for in 2026 - Cycode
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Source URL Tier
Defending Your https://cloud.google.com/blog/topics/threat-intelligence/defending-... T3

Enterprise When Al
Models Can Find
Vulnerabilities ...

Understanding Security https://cloudsecurityalliance.org/blog/2025/07/09/understanding-sec... T3
Risks in Al-Generated

Code | CSA

Weaknesses and https://www.sei.cmu.edu/blog/weaknesses-and-vulnerabilities-in-mode... T1

Vulnerabilities in
Modern Al: Why
Security and ...

The Most Common https://www.endorlabs.com/learn/the-most-common-security-vulnerabil... T3
Security Vulnerabilities
in Al-Generated Code

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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