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Executive Summary

Ivanti analyst Todd Schell has published a forward-looking forecast for Microsoft's June 2026 Patch

Tuesday cycle, paired with a retrospective on May 2026 patch activity, centering on a notable question:

where are the CVEs? The piece signals a potential shift in CVE volume trends that warrants strategic

attention, even absent a specific high-severity disclosure. For security leaders, declining or irregular CVE

counts from a major vendor can indicate changes in disclosure methodology, coordinated embargo timing,

or a backlog building toward a larger future release, each carrying distinct operational implications.

Technical Analysis

This content item is an analyst forecast and retrospective from Ivanti's Todd Schell, surfaced via Help Net

Security on June 5, 2026. The source article was not fully accessible for parsing; characterization is limited to

title, description metadata, and secondary source signals.

The framing question, 'Where are the CVEs?', points to an observed anomaly in Microsoft's patch volume

relative to baseline expectations. Patch Tuesday forecast pieces from established vendors such as Ivanti serve

a specific operational function: they help patch management teams pre-stage resources, prioritize testing

windows, and anticipate workload before Microsoft's official release.

When a seasoned analyst flags CVE volume as unusual, security teams should consider three interpretive

frames. First, Microsoft may have consolidated or delayed disclosures due to coordinated vulnerability research

timelines or embargo agreements with third-party researchers. Second, a lower public CVE count does not

necessarily mean a lighter risk month; some of the most operationally significant patches (kernel privilege

escalation, authentication bypass in widely deployed services) have historically appeared in lower-volume
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cycles. Third, if CVE volume is genuinely declining as a trend rather than a one-month anomaly, it may reflect

changes in Microsoft's vulnerability enumeration scope or disclosure taxonomy.

For patch operations teams, the actionable read is: do not reduce testing rigor based on headline CVE counts.

Prioritize reviewing any patches touching authentication stacks, network-facing services, and components

covered by CIS 7.3 (automated OS patch management) and CIS 7.4 (automated application patch

management) regardless of volume signals. Reference the Tenable February 2026 Patch Tuesday analysis

(listed in source metadata) as a comparative baseline for CVE volume and severity distribution in recent cycles.

Full technical analysis is constrained by the inaccessibility of the source article. Security teams should retrieve

and review the complete Help Net Security article directly for Schell's specific CVE observations and vendor

guidance.

Action Checklist

1. Step 1: Assess exposure, confirm your organization runs Microsoft Windows and associated products

subject to the June 2026 Patch Tuesday release cycle.

2. Step 2: Retrieve the full source article, access the Help Net Security piece at the published URL to

extract Schell's specific CVE observations, as article content was not fully parseable from available

metadata.

3. Step 3: Review patch volume baselines, compare June 2026 CVE counts against recent cycles

(reference Tenable's February 2026 Patch Tuesday analysis for a recent baseline) to determine whether

the volume anomaly is material.

4. Step 4: Do not reduce testing rigor based on CVE count alone, per CIS 7.3 (Perform Automated

Operating System Patch Management) and CIS 7.4 (Perform Automated Application Patch Management),

maintain scheduled patch cadence regardless of headline volume.

5. Step 5: Pre-stage patch operations resources, use the forecast period to allocate testing environments,

rollback procedures, and change management windows before Tuesday's official release.

6. Step 6: Monitor for follow-up disclosures, track Microsoft's official Security Update Guide and CISA

advisories for any late-breaking additions or severity adjustments after the forecast window closes.

7. Step 7: Communicate to leadership only if volume anomaly produces downstream risk, brief

stakeholders on patch cycle status using specific risk context tied to your environment, not generic CVE

volume concerns.

Detection Guidance

No specific CVEs, CVSS scores, IOCs, or TTPs are extractable from the available source metadata for this item.

Detection guidance mapped to this story is therefore process-oriented rather than indicator-based.

Audit log coverage: Verify that NIST AU-2 (Event Logging) and NIST AU-12 (Audit Record Generation) are

configured to capture patch deployment events, system update failures, and service restarts across all Windows

endpoints in scope.

Patch compliance visibility: Confirm that your patch management tooling surfaces real-time compliance status

against the June 2026 baseline once Microsoft releases the official update catalog. Unexplained gaps between

deployed and available patches should trigger investigation, not just a support ticket.
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Post-patch anomaly hunting: In the 48-72 hours following Patch Tuesday deployment, hunt for anomalous

process creation, privilege escalation attempts, and lateral movement indicators. Patch deployment windows

are operationally noisy and historically exploited by adversaries who time their activity to blend with legitimate

system restarts and service changes.

SI-5 compliance check (NIST SI-5, Security Alerts, Advisories, and Directives): Confirm your organization has

active subscription or monitoring against CISA and Microsoft Security Response Center (MSRC) advisories to

catch any additions or revisions to the June 2026 release after initial publication.

For specific CVE-level detection rules and patch prioritization, retrieve the full Help Net Security article and

cross-reference with the Microsoft Security Update Guide once the official release publishes.

Framework Mappings

CIS-V8

• 7.3 — Perform Automated Operating System Patch Management

• 7.4 — Perform Automated Application Patch Management

ISO-27001-2022

• A.8.8 — Management of technical vulnerabilities

Sources
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https://www.helpnetsecurity.com/2026/06/05/june-2026-patch-tuesday-... T3

June 2026 Patch
Tuesday forecast:
Where are the CVEs?

https://x.com/helpnetsecurity/status/2062806635039617179 T3

Where are the CVEs? -
Help Net Security |
CyberCureME - LinkedIn

https://www.linkedin.com/posts/cybercureme_june-2026-patch-tuesday-... T3

February 2026 Microsoft
Patch Tuesday -
Tenable

https://www.tenable.com/blog/microsofts-february-2026-patch-tuesday... T3

Patch Tuesday June
2026: Security Updates
& CVE Analysis - Zecurit

https://zecurit.com/endpoint-management/patch-tuesday/ T3

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
AI-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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