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OSINT / Incident Report — V3

Bait-and-hook analysis: adversarial engagement paired with a conspicuously exposed
infrastructure surface

SUBJECT MATTER

Reddit user opbmedia (display name ProfessorZ); Horn / Goldtex (Unit 806, 315 N. 12th St., Philadelphia) — §4.7

OPB Media, marketing & hosting reseller, Pattern 1: external pressure on civic-tech infrastructure surfacing
Philadelphia PA landlord regulatory exposure during active eviction window
INCIDENT VENUE INCIDENT WINDOW

1/philly post linking www.4PHILLY.NET; Reddit engagement: May 18-19, 2026 (ET). Technical
cross-posted via Facebook by Justin H. Horn reconnaissance against opbmedia.com: completed May 20, 2026
(Thumper) approximately 15 minutes prior to first 04:19 UTC. This integrated record: May 20, 2026.

adversarial comment

PREPARED BY CLASSIFICATION

Justin H. Horn — beneficiary, tenant, victim-witness Integrated investigative record. Supersedes V1 (technical recon,

in Commonwealth v. Talley stand-alone) and V2 (behavioral incident, stand-alone).

(CP-51-CR-0000673-2026); operator of Single-source authored; primary evidence preserved. Recon

4PHILLY.NET and thumpersecure.github.io/Jlegal.  completed at the discovery boundary; no exploitation
attempted.

Thesis

Every system is hackable. The professional posture of a security operator is not the question of whether vulnerabilities
can be found in another operator’s infrastructure — they always can — but whether those vulnerabilities, once found,
are exploited or left alone. This report integrates two evidence streams to argue a single thesis: the Reddit engagement
documented in V2 was not stand-alone reaction-baiting. It was paired with a conspicuously exposed infrastructure
surface on the subject’s own corporate domain. The pairing forms a bait-and-hook structure whose function is to elicit
an unauthorized-access attempt by the target — the author — against opbmedia.com, generating logs and a CFAA hook
deployable in subsequent adversarial contexts.

The argument has three legs. The lure is the adversarial Reddit engagement: provocation toward capture, framing
shifts, mid-thread edit to incorporate the target’s disclosed Al tooling, and a ~15-minute arrival delta after
cross-platform dissemination consistent with monitoring rather than organic discovery. The trap is one specific feature
of the infrastructure surface: anonymous FTP enabled on port 21 of opbmedia.com (Pure-FTPd; FTP code 230).
The rest of the posture — the 11 open ports, the shared SSL certificate, the legacy Drupal artifacts, the test WordPress
installation, the 200+ subdomain footprint — maps cleanly to “average-to-below-average small-business posture on
shared HostGator hosting,” which is how the technical reconnaissance report itself characterizes the overall
environment. Within that ordinary baseline, the anonymous FTP finding stands out as singularly uncommon: it is the
one finding the prevalence analysis flags as “uncommon / negligent” in 2026, the one that does not fit the
otherwise-baseline pattern, and the one whose persistence on a server hosting a law firm’s webmail and a Penn Law
publication is structurally implausible as mere oversight. The hook is the legal framing primed inside the same Reddit
thread: “who should I sue?”, “damages to lives and homes,” “disclaim that away.” The legal hypothetical pre-installs the
litigation frame into the engagement; the singular FTP anomaly invites the conduct that would populate it.
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Whether the configuration is the product of deliberate flytrap staging or of ordinary security neglect cannot be
established from the surface evidence alone. What can be established is the structural inconsistency between the
subject’s claimed credentials (“SWE with ML/AI focus. Founder. Professor. Also an attorney...”), the demonstrated
domain expertise in adjacent email-infrastructure questions (r/UPenn “Hacked GSE Email?” thread, ~October 2025;
Salesforce CRM and spoofing-surface fluency), and the actual production posture of the subject’s own corporate
domain. An operator who can recognize email spoofing surfaces in a Penn student-government incident does not, in
ordinary course, leave anonymous FTP enabled on production infrastructure that hosts a law firm’s webmail. The
pairing of demonstrated sophistication in adjacent domains with conspicuous exposure in the domain under scrutiny is
the indicator that warrants the bait-and-hook framing irrespective of intent.

A fourth structural feature emerged after V2 was prepared: the subject’s responsiveness terminated abruptly when
the author began publicly directed OSINT against the subject’s identity. A substantive critic of a civic-tech tool
does not stop engaging because the target investigates them — if anything, that investigation would warrant a more
robust defense of the original critique. An adversarial operator who has staged a bait-and-hook structure, by contrast,
has every reason to disengage at that point: the bait has failed (no exploitation was attempted by the target), the legal
frame remains visible but unactivated, and the cost of continued visibility now exceeds the marginal value of further
provocation. The silence is itself the tell. It corroborates the structural reading of the engagement as bait-and-hook
rather than as ordinary disagreement, because ordinary disagreement does not exhibit this conditional disengagement
pattern.

The recon reported here was conducted at the discovery boundary using standard OSINT tooling (Nmap version
detection; Subfinder passive aggregation; DNSenum / Fierce DNS recon; wafw00f WAF fingerprinting; Nuclei
vulnerability scanning that timed out without returning matches; Waybackurls / GAU historical URL collection). No
anonymous FIP login was attempted. No administrative paths were probed. No exploitation was performed.
The discovery boundary was approached and not crossed. The existence and timestamping of this report, together with
the master file in which it is filed, is itself the evidentiary record of restraint in the face of opportunity and persistent

provocation.
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Key findings at a glance

* The lure — Adversarial engagement opened within ~15 minutes of cross-platform dissemination of the post link on
Facebook. r/philly is absent from the commenter’s public profile activity despite sustained adversarial engagement in

>«

this thread (consistent with Reddit’s “manage active communities” suppression).

* The lure (cont.) — Subject edited a mid-thread comment to add “Claude” alongside “GPT” after the author openly
disclosed Al-assisted drafting. The edit narrows the framing to the target’s specific tooling rather than advancing a
substantive argument — a fishing maneuver.

* The trap (technical recon, May 20 04:19 UTC) — Within an otherwise baseline-ordinary small-business posture
on shared HostGator hosting, one finding stands out as singular: anonymous FTP login is enabled on
opbmedia.com (port 21, Pure-FTPd, FTP code 230). The prevalence assessment in the technical recon flags this as
“uncommon / negligent” in 2026 — the rest of the posture is normal-to-expected.

* The trap (cont.) — Supporting context: a test WordPress installation at /zest/wp2/with 2021 uploads (extremely
common as a class of forgotten staging), legacy Drupal 7 artifacts (common post-EOL leftover), and a 200+
subdomain footprint distributed across four client verticals (unusual for the company’s scale but explicable as
hosting-reseller sprawl). None of these are individually anomalous; the anonymous FTP is. The contrast between the
singular anomaly and the ordinary surrounding posture is the indicator.

* The hook — Subject imported litigation framings into a civic-tech thread without invitation: “who should I 'sue?”,
“damages to lives and homes,” “disclaim that away.” The pre-installed legal frame is the structure into which any
unauthorized-access response would have been received.

* The retreat — The subject’s responsiveness terminated abruptly when the author began publicly directed OSINT
against the subject’s identity. Substantive critique does not exhibit conditional disengagement on reverse-investigation;
bait posture does.

* Credential inversion — Self-claimed credentials (SWE / ML-AI / founder / professor / attorney) materially exceed
the externally verifiable footprint (2-10 employees, marketing & hosting reseller); the production security posture
(anonymous FTP, test WP exposed, legacy Drupal 7) is structurally inconsistent with the SWE/ML-AIT framing.

* Restraint — Recon completed at the discovery boundary. Anonymous FTP credentials not exercised. Admin paths
not probed. Exploit attempts not performed. This document timestamps the restraint.

* Pattern fit — Engagement timing, infrastructure posture, and legal-frame priming together satisty the §4.7 Pattern
1 entry criteria irrespective of whether attribution to any specific adverse party in the Goldtex matter is ever

established.
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1. Subject identification

1.1 Reddit account

Handle
Display name
Account age
Karma
Contributions
Achievements

Self-description

Active subs (visible)

Notably ABSENT

u/opbmedia

ProfessorZ

S years

32k (1,218 post / 30,881 comment)
~ 11,000

46

“SWE with ML/AI focus. Founder. Professor. Also an attorney but no one cares about
that...”

1/VibeSWE, r/vibecoding, r/Professors, r/ycombinator, t/BMW, t/BMWM, r/Ferrari,
r/vegas, r/UPenn

1/philly (despite sustained current engagement)

The active-sub list connects to the infrastructure footprint enumerated in §2. The Reddit account’s sustained presence

in w/BMW, r/BMWDM, and r/Ferrari aligns with the motorsports cluster (§2.4.3) that constitutes the single largest

vertical of opbmedia.com’s subdomain footprint. This is operational continuity between the Reddit account’s declared

personal-interest surface and the company’s most heavily represented client vertical — an alignment relevant to

attribution of the Reddit handle to operational control of the corporate domain.

1.2 External corporate identity — OPB Media

Trade name

Description

Address
Phone
Website
Contact email
LinkedIn
YouTube

Founders listed

OPB Media (“Diversified Expression ®”)

Marketing consultant; advertising, brand marketing, graphic design, information services;
cPanel/WHM hosting reseller carrying at least four distinct client verticals (legal,
motorsports, political, e-commerce). See §2.4.

30 S. 15th St., fl. 15, Philadelphia, PA 19102 — “The Hive at Spring Point”
(215) 278-9899

opbmedia.com (canonical: “OPB Media: Diversified Expression”)
start@opbmedia.com (per Crunchbase)

OPB Media — Advertising Services, 2-10 employees, Philadelphia, PA
“Original Princess Bronze Media” — 2K+ subscribers, 560 videos

Sue Zhang (Co-Founder & Chief Operator, per ZoomlInfo). Second principal hypothesis
developed in §3.2 on the basis of subdomain naming conventions.
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2. The exposed surface — what is left out in the open

Passive and active reconnaissance against opbmedia.com was completed at approximately 04:19 UTC on May 20, 2026,
using standard OSINT tooling. No exploitation was attempted; see §4 for the explicit scope and restraint statement.
The findings below establish what the company operates and what it leaves exposed. The analytical significance of the
posture — in conjunction with the Reddit engagement — is taken up in §3.

Methodological note on data sources. The overwhelming majority of the analytical material in this section is derived
from passive OSINT that never touched opbmedia.com’s servers. Subfinder pulls subdomains from certificate
transparency logs and third-party indexes; Waybackurls and GAU query historical-URL archives (Wayback Machine,
Common Crawl, OTX, URLScan); Google szze: enumeration queries Google’s index. None of these techniques sends a
request to opbmedia.com. The four-vertical client mapping (§2.6), the Zhang/Dafan subdomain naming pattern that
feeds §3.2, the legacy Drupal artifact inventory, the test WordPress path, the hosting-reseller posture, the Penn Law and
law-firm hosting context — all of this is passive.

The active component was narrow. Nmap (version detection plus default scripts) probed ports 1-1000; wafw00f
sent WAF-fingerprint probes to HTTPS; DNSenum and Fierce queried the authoritative name servers; Nuclei
attempted vulnerability-template matching against port 443 and timed out without returns. Of these, only one
produced a finding that did not exist in passive archives already: the anonymous FTP detection on port 21, surfaced
by Nmap’s default fip-anon script as part of its standard service-fingerprinting routine. That script’s automated
banner-grab behavior is the standard mechanism by which Nmap reports anonymous-FTP configuration; no
interactive FTP session was initiated by the author, no directory was listed, no file was retrieved, and no
credentials beyond the script’s automatic identification were ever used.

Before the technical detail, the table below places each finding on a prevalence scale, derived from the technical recon’s
own contextualization section. The purpose of the table is analytical, not remediative: it isolates which findings are
ordinary for a small business on shared HostGator hosting and which are not. The singular anomaly is the anonymous
FTP. Everything else maps to “average-to-below-average” posture for the operator’s scale and stack.

Finding Prevalence Context

Anonymous FTP Uncommon / Negligent Common in the 90s-2000s for public file sharing. In 2026 it is
a red flag — most providers disable it by default. The singular
anomaly.

200+ subdomains Unusual for this scale Large enterprises have thousands; for a small media company

on shared HostGator hosting this is sprawl, but explicable as
hosting-reseller operation.

Test WP at /test/wp2/  Extremely common Probably the most universal web vulnerability class.
Developers spin up test installs and forget them. Not
individually diagnostic.

11 open ports Normal for shared hosting  Standard HostGator shared hosting — FTP, SSH, mail, and
web come bundled. Nothing unusual on a stack of this kind.

ModSecurity WAF Common / Good sign HostGator enables ModSecurity by default. Bare minimum
but present.

Shared SSL certificate Normal for shared hosting ~ Expected behavior. Leaks related-domain names (here,
motorsportswear.com) but is otherwise unremarkable.
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Legacy Drupal artifacts

Google Workspace MX

Common Many sites migrated off Drupal 7 (EOL January 2025) but left
old paths accessible. Wayback Machine will always surface

these.

Very common / Non-issue  Standard email setup, nothing notable.

Overall assessment, per the technical recon’s own framing: “average-to-below-average small-business security

posture — not catastrophically exposed, but not hardened either.” The argument of this report does not require the

posture to be catastrophically exposed. It requires only that the one finding characterized as uncommon-and-negligent

be inconsistent with the operator’s self-presentation and with the demonstrated capability displayed in adjacent

contexts. That inconsistency is developed in §3.1.

2.1 Hosting and network basics

Attribute
Domain

IP address
Reverse DNS
Hosting provider
Server hostname

Web server

Value

opbmedia.com

192.185.64.114
192-185-64-114.unifiedlayer.com
HostGator / Unified Layer (shared hosting)
gator4104.hostgator.com

Apache httpd

WAF

Name servers

MX records

SSL certificate

Network range

ModSecurity (SpiderLabs) on HTTPS only — no protection on FTP, SMTP, DNS, or
POP3/IMAP

ns8207.hostgator.com, ns8208.hostgator.com (zone transfer refused — correct behavior)
Google Workspace (aspmx.l.google.com and alternates)

CN *motorsportswear.com (SAN includes *.opbmedia.com); valid 2026-04-30 to
2026-07-29. The shared cert leaks the related motorsports identity.

192.185.64.0/24 (Unified Layer dense shared hosting)

2.2 Exposed services — the anonymous FTP finding

Nmap version-detection and default-script scanning of ports 1-1000 returned the following service inventory. Eleven

ports are open, including the standard cPanel-on-shared-hosting set (mail, DNS, web) plus FTP and SSH:

Port

21/ tcp
22/ tcp
25/tcp
53/tcp
80/tcp
110/ tcp

143/ tcp

Service
FTP
SSH
SMTP
DNS
HTTP
POP3

IMAP

Version / Notes

Pure-FTPd — ANONYMOUS LOGIN ALLOWED (FTP code 230)
OpenSSH 8.7 (protocol 2.0)

Exim 4.99.2 (STARTTLS, AUTH PLAIN/LOGIN)

ISC BIND 9.16.23 (RedHat Linux)

Apache — redirects to https://opbmedia.com/

Dovecot pop3d (STARTTLS)

Dovecot imapd (STARTTLS)
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443/tcp  HTTPS Apache httpd — serves home.php
587/tcp SMTP Exim 4.99.2 (submission)
993/tcp IMAPS Dovecot imapd (SSL/TLS)
995/tcp  POP3S Dovecot pop3d (SSL/TLS)

Anonymous FTP — the singular anomaly

Detection of this finding was the work of Nmap’s default fip-anon script during the standard -7 -sC
service-fingerprinting run. The script’s automated behavior is to issue a brief USER anonymous / PASS probe and read
the server’s response code. Code 230 indicates that the server accepts anonymous login. No interactive session was
opened, no directory was listed, no file was retrieved, no further use of the credentials was made. The detection is
one-line script output from a recognized fingerprinting routine, distinct from any operational use of the access it
reveals.

The configuration is jarring in two distinct ways. First, Pure-FTPd as deployed by HostGator does not enable
anonymous login by default; the configuration was changed at some point from secure defaults to the present state.
Second, the company hosts a law firm’s webmail (zvylawfirm.opbmedia.com) and a Penn Law student publication
(penntipp.opbmedia.com) on this same infrastructure; the security expectations attached to legal-client hosting do not
contemplate anonymous FTP exposure.

An operator who can pass as “SWE with ML/AI focus” in a Reddit profile and who demonstrates Salesforce-CRM
and email-spoofing fluency in an unrelated thread is not, in ordinary course, an operator who fails to notice that
anonymous FTP is enabled on his own production server. The most parsimonious benign explanation is legacy
configuration drift from a long-abandoned client need that was never reverted; the most parsimonious adversarial
explanation is staging. The report does not choose between them. The point is that the configuration is present, was
surfaced by standard recon at the discovery boundary, and was not exercised.
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2.3 Legacy CMS artifacts and exposed test installations
Historical-URL aggregation (Waybackurls + GAU; ~400 unique archived URLs across Wayback, Common Crawl,
OTX, and URLScan sources) reveals additional surface that is not visible in the present home-page render but remains

routable on the production server.

2.3.1 Legacy Drupal 7 artifacts

Archived URLs confirm that opbmedia.com previously ran Drupal 7. Artifacts of that deployment remain reachable
on the present server: /misc/drupal.js, /misc/jquery.jstv=1.4.4, /misc/jquery.once.js?v=1.2,
/modules/system/system.base.css, /themes/corporate_blue/, /sites/defanlt/files/, /node/S. Drupal 7 reached end-of-life on
January 5, 2025; the project no longer releases security advisories or patches. A production server still serving Drupal
7 routes is, by any reasonable standard, behind on basic platform hygiene.

2.3.2 Exposed test WordPress installation

A test WordPress installation is reachable at /zest/wp2/ with uploaded images dated 2021. Test and staging WordPress
installations left exposed in production are a long-standing initial-access pattern; they commonly retain default
credentials, lack the hardening of production instances, and are not maintained in the update cadence of the primary
site. The presence of /zest/wp2/ on the same hosting account as a law-firm webmail endpoint s, like the FTP finding,
structurally inconsistent with the security expectations of the company’s client portfolio.

2.3.3 Current custom PHP application

The present main site runs a custom PHP application (bome.php, contact_us.php, about_us.php). Subdomain
applications include store.php (e-commerce), forgotPassword.php with security-question recovery flow
(phillysportbikes), and home.phpipage id=pics (blackbikeweekonline). Custom PHP authored by the operator carries

no third-party patch cadence and no community security review.

2.3.4 Probed .well-known paths

Several .well-known endpoints have been probed on the sueellenforpa.com.opbmedia.com subdomain in historical
traffic, including security.txt, ai-plugin.json, openid-configuration, assetlinks.json, gpc.json, and trust.txt. The probing
pattern is consistent with third-party crawlers and Al-agent discovery rather than directed reconnaissance.

2.4 Subdomain footprint — 200+ across four verticals

Subfinder with all sources enumerated 200+ unique subdomains under opbmedia.com. The volume confirms
operation as a hosting reseller rather than a stand-alone marketing site. The subdomains divide cleanly into four
client-vertical clusters plus an infrastructure set. Naming conventions within and across clusters carry attribution weight
that is analyzed in §3.2.

2.4.1 Infrastructure subdomains
cpanel, webmail, webdisk, autodiscover, mail, cpcontacts, cpcalendars, devnet — standard cPanel/ WHM
hosting-administration endpoints.

2.4.2 Legal / law-firm subdomains

Zhang-prefixed: zhanglegal, zhangcounsel, zhanglawpc.com. Ivy Law cluster: ivylawpa, ivylawny, ivylawphilly,
tylawfirm. Dafan-prefixed: dafanlaw. Other: hightechcounsel, techinlaw, interesq, legalgna, legalrival, lawcoinx,
counseladvisor. The Zhang-prefixed and Dafan-prefixed subdomains are the analytically significant ones (see §3.2).
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2.4.3 Motorsports / antomotive subdomains

Dafanz-prefixed (single operator): dafanzmoto, dafanzmotorsports, dafanztuning, dafanztracktime. Track / drive
cluster: tracktimedcars, ridetpm, rideonthetrack, driveonthetrack, drivett4c, workonmybike. Regional sport-bike
cluster: phillysportbikes, lasportbikes, blackbikeweckonline. Other: motorsportswear (note the SSL CN),
motorsportspromotion, promotionmotorsports, autorecoup, smarterdiesel. This is the largest single vertical by subdomain
count.

2.4.4 Political / community subdomains

Dafan-prefixed (political campaign): votedafan, meetdafan. Other campaigns: sueellenforpa.com (political
campaign site for a PA State Rep 160th District candidate, WPForms-enabled). Community / civic: vobte, vobtemedia,
discoverl 64, pavikings, tokenphilly, sierraleonechildren, education4tomorrow, generategood.org, bgoodpitch.

2.4.5 Business / e-commerce subdomains

OPB-prefixed (in-house brands): opbworks, opbrealty, opbeapital, opbapparel, opbbrewing, opbmediastudio. Retail /
shopping: shopphilly, shopbigapple, boutiquebespoke, himalayanjewels, tressmere, mascava, lunasoleilchic. Business /
platforms: bizphilly, bizfurther, levelupcrowd, brighterplay, mergeplot, stratiar, entelechy360, satisfeye, migyft,

toventure, nextjune, nilnxt, termery, zpreyerved.

2.5 Subdomain applications of operational interest
Several subdomains run distinct web applications with user-facing features. The combination of multiple stacks
(WordPress on some, custom PHP on others, Drupal on at least one) plus the legacy fragments enumerated in §2.3
means the attack surface is heterogeneous; each subdomain is operationally a distinct application with its own patch
cadence (or lack thereof):

* phillysportbikes — membership system with login, password reset, security questions

* himalayanjewels, shopbigapple, smarterdiesel — e-commerce (store.php)

* hbcustyles.com — WordPress with wp-admin exposed

* sueellenforpa.com — political campaign site (PA State Rep 160th District) with WPForms

* vohte — voting/polling app with media uploads

* meetdafan — Drupal-based personal/portfolio site
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3. Why this is bait, not negligence

The technical posture documented in §2 admits two competing explanations. The benign reading is that opbmedia.com
is an old, drifty, undermaintained shared-hosting account belonging to a small marketing firm whose principals never
circled back to remove anonymous FTP from defaults that some prior client need supposedly required, never cleaned
up the Drupal 7 artifacts when they switched to custom PHP, and never deleted the 2021 test WordPress installation.
The adversarial reading is that the posture is consciously left in its current state because conspicuously exposed
infrastructure is operationally useful in some contexts.

This section sets out the five indicators that, taken together, shift the weight of the inference toward the adversarial
reading without establishing it conclusively. Each indicator is individually ambiguous; their convergence is the analytical

finding.

3.1 The credential vs. operational inconsistency

The subject’s self-description on Reddit is “SWE with ML/AI focus. Founder. Professor. Also an attorney but no one
cares about that...”. Four credential claims are asserted; only one is independently corroborated. The table below maps
each claim against what passive OSINT — LinkedIn, Crunchbase, ZoomlInfo, PA business-entity records, public
Google indexing, and the r/UPenn thread — actually surfaces:

Claim Externally verifiable evidence Assessment
SWE with ML/Al focus  No public GitHub of named individual located; no published  Plausible but unverified
ML/AI work surfaced in passive OSINT
Founder OPB Media listed as 2—-10 employee marketing/hosting firm; Verified (as co-founder)
Sue Zhang named as Co-Founder per ZoomInfo
Professor No academic appointment located in public records; company ~ Unverified; possible
hosts penntipp.opbmedia.com (Penn Law student publication)  academic-adjacency via
as a client hosting client
Attorney No state bar admission independently confirmed; company Unwverified; possible
hosts zvylawfirm.opbmedia.com as a client legal-adjacency via hosting
client
Demonstrated r/UPenn “Hacked GSE Email?” thread (~Oct 2025) shows Verified domain expertise
marketing & email specific Salesforce-CRM, marketing-list, and consistent with the hosting
expertise email-infrastructure familiarity /marketing-operator role

The pattern in the credentials table is itself diagnostic. The claims that carry the most rhetorical weight in the

» «

incident thread (“attorney,” “professor”) are the ones with the weakest independent corroboration. The claim with the
strongest evidence (marketing & email-infrastructure operator, per r/UPenn) is the one the subject does noz lead with.
Strong framings are deployed where weak evidence exists; weak framings are deployed where strong evidence exists. This
is the inverse of how a credential set with normal evidentiary support would naturally be presented. The credential

picture is independently established by passive OSINT and does not depend on any technical-recon finding to stand.

The technical-recon detail adds one specific anchor to the same argument. The prevalence table in §2 establishes
that opbmedia.com’s overall security posture is ordinary-to-baseline for a small business on shared hosting; the test
WordPress, the 11 open ports, the shared SSL, the legacy Drupal artifacts, and the subdomain sprawl are individually
unremarkable. The single finding the prevalence assessment flags as uncommon / negligent in 2026 is anonymous
FTP on port 21 — a configuration that Pure-FTPd does not enable by default on HostGator and that an operator with
the r/UPenn demonstrated knowledge surface would, in ordinary course, not leave in place.
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Singular anomalies within otherwise-ordinary postures are operationally more diagnostic than uniformly broken ones,
because they cannot be attributed to a general lack of attention. Two parsimonious specific explanations are available:
(i) abandoned legacy configuration that the operator has not noticed in years, and (ii) deliberate retention. This report
does not choose between them. It establishes that the singular-anomaly pattern exists, that the natural exculpatory
reading (“the operator doesn’t know any better”) is foreclosed by the demonstrated adjacent capability, and that the
conduct documented in §5 is consistent with the more concerning of the two readings.

3.2 The Zhang-family operational hypothesis — refined

V2 §1.2 noted, cautiously, that the Reddit display name ProfessorZ and the surname of one identified co-founder
(Zhang, per ZoomInfo) share an initial, and offered this as a hypothesis rather than a finding. The subdomain naming
convention enumerated in §2.4 substantially strengthens the hypothesis without resolving it. The relevant pattern:

Cluster Subdomains Implied person

Legal zhanglegal, zhangcounsel, zhanglawpc.com Zhang — legal-services brand

Legal dafanlaw Dafan — legal-services brand (separate)

Motorsports dafanzmoto, dafanzmotorsports, dafanztuning, Dafanz — motorsports-hobby cluster
dafanztracktime

Political votedafan, meetdafan Dafan — political-campaign cluster

Reddit ProfessorZ (display name on u/opbmedia) “2” — plausibly Zhang

Two distinct individuals are visible across the cluster pattern: a Zbang (one of whose hosting outputs is the
Zhang-prefixed legal cluster) and a Dafan (whose hosting outputs span legal, motorsports, and political verticals). The z
in dafanz™ is consistent with a surname-initial convention (“Dafan Z.”) which, combined with the Zhang-prefixed legal
cluster and the ProfessorZ display name, is consistent with two Zhang-family principals: Sue Zhang (named on
ZoomlInfo) and a second principal with first name beginning Dafan. The second principal’s personal interests across
motorsports, political campaigning, and law align with the Reddit account’s active-sub profile (r/BMW, r/BMWM,
r/Ferrari; r/Professors; the “attorney” self-description) more cleanly than the first principal’s would.

This is offered as a hypothesis, not a finding. The convergence is sufficient to identify the second principal as a
worthwhile subject of further OSINT (PA State Bar admission records; PA business-entity filings; Dafan-affiliated
political candidacy records). It is not sufficient to establish the identity of the natural person operating u/opbmedia on
May 18-19, 2026. Subsequent refinement is welcome; this entry stands without it.

3.3 Target-profile awareness

The author’s public posture as an OSINT operator is not obscure. The Reddit handle Most-Lynx-2119 (the OP in the
r/philly thread) links to thumpersecure.github.io/Jlegal in the very thread under discussion. The thumpersecure GitHub
portfolio contains 13+ public repositories aggregating 541+ stars, including OSINT tooling listed on
osintframework.com, a 400+ site data-broker opt-out manual, phone-OSINT utilities, traffic-noise privacy primitives,
multi-identity browser architecture, and a video-forensics FastAPI tool with an MCP server. The portfolio is searchable,

the author’s technical competence is publicly demonstrated, and the path from the Reddit thread to the portfolio is one
click.

A subject who initiates adversarial engagement with this target knows, or can establish in seconds, that the target is
exactly the kind of person likely to investigate the antagonist’s own infrastructure as a routine reflex. For most users that
would be a deterrent against leaving an exposed surface available; for an operator interested in generating logs of an
investigation, it is an attractor. The pairing of provocation toward this specific target with exposed surface on the
antagonist’s own domain is the structural feature that distinguishes “ordinary internet rudeness” from “bait-and-hook.”
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3.4 The legal frame is pre-installed in the thread

The Reddit chronology reproduced in §5 deploys litigation framings iteratively across the engagement — not as the
natural language of civic-tech critique, but as the rhetorical structure into which any future response would be received.
The relevant comments include “if your vibe coded parser mix up 2 json labels and get a different presentation who
should I sue?”, “data/info where people may rely on to make actual decisions which may actually results in actual
damages to their lives and homes,” and “Ask GPT/Claude if you can disclaim that away.” The framings are not
responsive to anything in the 4PHILLY.NET tool itself; they import a litigation register into a thread that did not
contain one.

The function of pre-installing the legal frame is to convert any subsequent unauthorized-access response by the target
into a ready-made narrative: the tenant’s civic-tech project is unreliable, the tenant is litigious-minded, and the tenant in
fact attacked my business. The frame waits, complete, for the conduct that would populate it.

3.5 Timing and venue suppression

The first opbmedia comment arrived approximately 15 minutes after the author’s cross-platform dissemination of the
same post link on Facebook. Organic r/philly traffic on a thread with single-digit upvotes and modest community
visibility does not reliably produce that arrival timing. The timing is consistent with cross-platform monitoring of the
author’s public-facing accounts.

The same subject’s public Reddit profile does not list r/philly among active communities, despite this engagement being
the only available r/philly activity in recent profile surface. Reddit’s “manage active communities” feature permits
suppression of specific subreddits from public profile presentation. A subject engaging in good faith in a sub does not
selectively suppress that sub from public view; a subject who anticipates that their engagement will be the basis of
subsequent investigation has reason to. The asymmetry is the cleanest single indicator.

3.6 Engagement termination on reverse-OSINT

The sixth indicator — added after V2 was prepared, and analytically the most diagnostic of the set — is the conditional
disengagement pattern. Across the chronology documented in §5, the subject sustained adversarial engagement across
at least nine comments over approximately three hours, with framing shifts and a mid-thread edit responsive to the
author’s disclosures. That is the kind of attentive, iterative engagement an opinionated critic deploys when they intend
to win the thread. The terminal comment (“you want me to use your tool instead of atlas, but still verify what I get from
your tool by verifying it by using atlas”) was internally self-collapsing yet was still posted; the subject did not withdraw
the engagement on its merits.

The engagement did withdraw on a different stimulus. The author shifted the investigative direction from defense of
the tool to OSINT directed at the subject’s identity — cross-referencing the u/opbmedia handle to the opbmedia.com
corporate footprint, documenting the hosting-reseller posture, beginning to enumerate the subdomain naming
convention that supports the Zhang-family hypothesis (§3.2), and surfacing the credential inconsistencies catalogued in
§3.1. At that point the subject stopped responding.

This pattern — sustained adversarial engagement that terminates conditional on reverse-investigation rather than on
substantive rebuttal — is the single most diagnostic indicator distinguishing bait posture from ordinary online
disagreement. A substantive critic of a civic-tech utility has no reason to stop engaging because the operator of the utility
investigates them. If anything, that investigation should provoke a more robust defense of the original critique. The
conditional disengagement implies that continued visibility itself carries a cost the subject was not prepared to absorb —
which is consistent with bait posture and inconsistent with substantive disagreement, because substantive disagreement
does not become more expensive when the disagreer is identified.
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The fact that the bait did not produce the intended response (no exploitation; §4) compounds the calculus. The
lure-and-hook structure has now been deployed visibly, the trap remains in place but unsprung, the target has begun
investigating the operator rather than the tool, and the legal frame primed in the thread is exposed rather than activated.
Each additional comment by the subject from that point would extend the visibility of an operation that failed to
produce its intended capture artifact. Silence is the optimal response to that situation from the subject’s standpoint. It is
also, from this report’s standpoint, the cleanest empirical confirmation of the bait reading.
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4, Restraint as evidence — what was done and not done

The defining feature of competent security work is not the discovery of vulnerabilities — every reasonably configured
network contains discoverable findings — but the discipline that holds at the boundary between discovery and
exploitation. This section states explicitly what was done and what was not done, so that the boundary is documented
and timestamped.

4.1 Methods used — passive vs. active

Passive techniques (no contact with opbmedia.com)
* Subfinder with all passive sources enabled. Aggregates subdomains from certificate transparency logs (crt.sh and
equivalents), third-party passive-DNS indexes, and archived web sources. No queries sent to opbmedia.com’s name
servers or web infrastructure.

* Waybackurls and GAU against the Wayback Machine, Common Crawl, OTX, and URLScan archives. Yielded
~400 unique historical URLs and the legacy Drupal artifacts, the test WordPress path, and the .well-known probe
history. None of these required a live request to the target.

* Google site:opbmedia.com enumeration via the Google search index. Surfaced the hosting-reseller subdomain
inventory at the operational level relevant to §2.6.

* Public-records cross-reference against LinkedIn, Crunchbase, ZoomInfo, Instagram, YouTube, and PA
business-entity filings for the corporate identity in §1.2 and the credential evaluation in §3.1.

Together, the passive techniques above produced the great majority of the analytical material in this report.
The four-vertical client mapping, the Zhang/Dafan naming pattern, the corporate-identity picture, the credential
evaluation, the hosting-reseller posture, the Penn Law and law-firm hosting context, the legacy Drupal artifacts, the
test-WordPress path, and the .wel/-known probe history all derive from sources that did not touch opbmedia.com.

Active techniques (limited, recognized recon)
* Nmap with version detection (-s7) and default scripts (-sC) against ports 1-1000. Produces service banners and
runs Nmap’s built-in script library against the discovered services. The default scripts include automated
banner-level probes for common configurations — most notably the fzp-anon script that tests for anonymous-FTP
acceptance and the beep-title / ssl-cert scripts that read web and TLS metadata. This is the single technique that
contributed material not available passively: the FTP-230 detail, the specific service versions (Pure-FTPd, OpenSSH
8.7, Exim 4.99.2, Dovecot, BIND 9.16.23), and the open-port inventory.

* DNSenum and Fierce against the public name servers. Standard authoritative queries plus zone-transfer attempts;
zone transfer was refused by both ns8207 and ns8208 (correct configuration).

* wafwO0O0f against HT'TPS. Sends a small set of WAF-fingerprint probes; returned ModSecurity (SpiderLabs).

* Nuclei v3.8.0 with 6,162 templates filtered to critical / high / medium severity. Encountered connectivity
timeouts to port 443; no template-matched vulnerabilities were returned. The scan did not complete a full
template pass.

All four active techniques are standard reconnaissance tools widely deployed by security professionals, IT auditors,
bug-bounty researchers, and academic security curricula. They send traffic to the target but do not authenticate to
administrative endpoints, do not attempt to exploit discovered findings, and do not retrieve content from the target
beyond service banners, public DNS records, and SSL certificate metadata. The line between this activity and
unauthorized access is the line between looking at the front of a building and entering it.
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4.2 Methods explicitly not used
* The anonymous FTP service was not exercised by the author. Detection came from the Nmap fip-anon
default script’s automated banner-level probe. No interactive FTP client session was opened against opbmedia.com.
No directory listing was requested. No file was accessed, retrieved, or modified. The credentials whose validity the
script confirmed have never been used.

* The exposed test WordPress installation at /fest/wp2/ was not probed. Its existence is established entirely
from historical Wayback Machine and GAU records — i.e., from passive archive queries. No live request was sent to
Jtest/wp2/; no wp-login.php attempt; no admin-path enumeration; no authentication test.

* No SSH login attempts against port 22, with or without credentials.

* No SMTP authentication or relay tests against ports 25 or 587. No email was sent through opbmedia.com’s
infrastructure for any purpose.

* No subdomain takeover tests, even where subdomains appeared to be configured against abandoned or
dormant services.

* No web-application probes beyond the WAF fingerprint and the Nuclei scan (which returned no matches) were
performed against any subdomain.

* No content was downloaded from opbmedia.com or any subdomain beyond DNS records, service banners
reported by Nmap, and SSL certificate metadata.

* No social-engineering against the operator or any client.

* No contact of any kind with the subject after the Reddit thread; specifically, no Reddit DM, no email to the
published szart@ address, no contact via any subdomain client, no contact with the subject’s acquaintances or family
members.

4.3 The report itself as timestamp of restraint

The recon was completed at 04:19 UTC on May 20, 2026 — approximately 36 hours after the first adversarial comment
in the r/philly thread and within an active eviction, witness-window, and trustee-removal posture documented in the
master file at thumpersecure github.io/legaL. This report is filed into that master file as part of the consolidated record,
and its preparation is itself the timestamp.

Three operational consequences follow. First, any future claim by any party that the author exploited opbmedia.com’s
infrastructure, attempted unauthorized access, or otherwise crossed the discovery-exploitation boundary is rebutted on
its face by this document: the discovery was performed; the boundary was identified; the boundary was not crossed; the
report was filed. Second, any future event involving unauthorized access to opbmedia.com that is subsequently
attributed to the author is, by the existence of this report, framed against a record of deliberate restraint in the face of
opportunity and provocation; the burden of any such attribution begins from a less favorable starting position than it
otherwise would. Third, the report functions as a public-record demonstration that the author can locate the
discovery-exploitation boundary, recognize it, and decline to cross it under conditions of active adversarial engagement

— which is the relevant professional competence in the operator’s field.

The thesis of this section is brief: in security work, the demonstration is the restraint. Anyone with a Kali install and a
Tuesday afternoon can find what is in §2. The reason to write this section, and to file it openly, is to put the boundary
on the record.
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5. Reddit engagement chronology

The post linking www.4PHILLY NET was shared by the author on r/philly and concurrently disseminated on
Facebook. The Facebook share preceded the first opbmedia comment by approximately 15 minutes. r/philly does not
appear in opbmedia’s public profile activity; no other r/philly comments are visible in the account’s recent history.
Every comment by opbmedia is reproduced below in the order it appeared, with substantive replies by the author
(Most-Lynx-2119) and by a third-party commenter (leeloolanding) included where they frame the arc.

5.1 Comment archive — full chronology

opbmedia - ~3 b before report — initial entry

“So I am not missing anything, the purpose is to avoid looking up city records from city owned websites?”

Most-Lynx-2119 (OP) - ~3 b
“To make it easy and faster... this does it for you... without having to click 50+ things to find what's going on at
building. My building doesn't have rental license right now. Since Feb 28. I told people, but they didn't really know
how to confirm it. Even 311 couldn't just see that when I called about an issue. This is meant to belp tenants... the
way it is now... only belps landlords and LEL.. you can fill in the blanks how it's setup to not help tenants. This is
the proof that it was always possible... but that'’s philly...”

opbmedia - ~3 b
“T'would agree that city has too many versions of property records, but atlas links to property and you can get
everything easily including historical L& records and a map-based search. I don't think you are getting any
records which are not available through city access points, correct? I don't mean to say anything negative, if it
belps you that's great.”

Most-Lynx-2119 (OP) - ~3 b

“Try it. Use this and see what it shows. Then try atlas. And see if it'’s easier or harder... I think you'll find the app is
caster, but if not, let me know. I want it to be accurate and easy. Atlas requires a lot of clicking to get the same info...
or at least that was my experience. Cheers.”

opbmedia - ~2 b — pivot
I know if the information is inaccurate on Atlas city is liable. If the information is inaccurate on your app, no one
is liable. So unless there is something that I can't get from the city, I would just use the city because they are liable for
the accuracy of the information presented. It may very well be more convenient to use anything non-city ran (city
tech is well city tech), but there are other important considerations when you have to rely on the information.”
Most-Lynx-2119 (OP) - ~2 b

“Too tired so ai... Atlas is a presentation layer, not a data source. It's the city’s own consumer-facing aggregator
sitting on top of the same underlying systems 4PHILLY queries directly — OPA, L& records, the Carto endpoints.
Whatever Atlas shows is downstream of a choice the city made about which source to trust at that moment. If Atlas
pulls from Carto and Carto is lagging Eclipse by three weeks, Atlas shows the stale answer with no flag. That's the
exact failure mode 4PHILLY exists to expose.”

leeloolanding (third party) - ~1 b
“Why not just ask the city to update their methodology?”

Most-Lynx-2119 (OP) - ~1 b
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“Good question. That's actually the entire point. This is telling them, while also asking why this doesn't exist
already. The distinction you made is true. And it was sent to places like pubint.org and a lot more. The data
inconsistencies are how landlords and L& can weaponize this issue against tenants.
thumpersecure.github.io/llegaL/institutional-misconduct. html — check this for a more in-depth OSINT civic

[research].”

opbmedia - ~1 b

“And I should trust your presentation because ... if your vibe coded parser mix up 2 json labels and get a different
presentation who should I sue?”

Most-Lynx-2119 (OP) - ~1 b

“You're a lawyer. Figure it out.”

opbmedia - ~57 m

“no one. city didn’t present it, and you say its city data. No one. my point. No one is going to stand bebind the data
integrity, for something that needs really good data integrity to be useful.”

opbmedia - ~28 m

“What is the point of a look up tool where the maker is not responsible for the accuracy of the data/info and ask you
to independently verify it. Particularly, data/info where people may rely on to make actual decisions which may
actually results in actual damages to their lives and homes. Ask GPT/Claude if you can disclaim that away.’

2

(originally posted as “Ask GPT...”; edited to add “Clande” mid-thread — see §5.3)

opbmedia - ~28 m

“And where do I go check this primary-source data’ with the ‘original municipal department’? And why is there a
need for a third party tool if I have to verify it with primary-source data’ with the ‘original municipal
department'? Lexis doesn't make me go to the court to pull original cases because they guarantee their work and have

insurance.”

Most-Lynx-2119 (OP) - ~25 m

“City ball. Because that's what any competent lawyer would do. Current status isn't always current in open data.
Lexis isn't something most people have access to, but lawyers certainly do. The more you push, the more momentum

you provide.”

opbmedia - ~23 m — terminal

“So you want me to use your tool instead of atlas, but still verify what I get from your tool by verifying it by using
atlas.”

After this comment, the subject did not respond again. The author shortly thereafter began the corporate-identity /
hosting-infrastructure OSINT on opbmedia.com that produced V2 and the technical reconnaissance reproduced in §2. The
subject’s silence under that reverse-investigation pressure is the indicator analyzed in §3.6.

5.2 Stance escalation arc
Read in sequence, the comments trace an escalation from clarifying neutrality to terminal incoherence. The arc:

Stage 1 — Clarifying question. “So I am not missing anything, the purpose is to avoid looking up city records from
city owned websites?” — framed as informational; no apparent hostility.

Stage 2 — Faux-neutral disclaimer. “I don’t mean to say anything negative, if it helps you that’s great.” — a
pre-emptive declaration of good faith, immediately followed by a sustained sequence of hostile framings. Disclaimers of
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negativity that precede negativity are themselves a known rhetorical tell.

Stage 3 — Liability frame introduced. “I know if the information is inaccurate on Atlas city is liable. If the
information is inaccurate on your app, no one is liable.” — first explicit shift to litigation framing, absent any prior
litigation context in the thread.

Stage 4 — Litigation hypothetical. “If your vibe coded parser mix up 2 json labels and get a different presentation
who should I'sue?” — tool reframed as litigation instrument; Al-coding framing imported as pejorative.

Stage 5 — “Damages to lives and homes” framing. “data/info where people may rely on to make actual decisions
which may actually results in actual damages to their lives and homes.” — rhetorical maximization of stakes.

Stage 6 — Direct prompt to the author’s tooling. “Ask GPT/Claude if you can disclaim that away.” — edited
mid-thread to add “Claude” after the author’s open Al-assist disclosure (§5.3).

Stage 7 — Terminal self-collapse. “you want me to use your tool instead of atlas, but still verify... by using atlas.” —
Atlas held as both authoritative source and verification check, internally incoherent relative to the same subject’s
opening characterization of Atlas as the liable authority.

The structurally relevant transition is between Stage 2 and Stage 3. The faux-neutral disclaimer functions as a release
valve: the subject pre-emptively absolves himself of the intent to be negative, then proceeds to be negative for the
remainder of the engagement. Voting tracks the arc — opbmedia’s comments after Stage 3 accumulate visible
downvotes (one of the longer pivot comments sits at —1 to —3 net at capture); the author’s replies hold positive or
neutral net votes. A constructive third-party comment from leeloolanding in the same thread (“Why not just ask the city
to update their methodology?”) demonstrates that substantive critique on the tool’s actual function was available and
was offered — the subject simply did not take that path.

5.3 Mid-thread edit

The comment originally reading “Ask GPT if you can disclaim that away” was subsequently edited to “Ask
GPT/Claude if you can disclaim that away.” The edit appears in the screenshot record between approximately 11:28
and 11:29 local time. The author had openly disclosed Al-assisted drafting (“Too tired so ai...”) approximately one hour
carlier in the same thread. The edit is responsive: it adds the specific tool name (Claude) to the framing after the
disclosure, narrowing the rhetorical aperture toward the author specifically. It does not introduce a substantive
argument; it tightens an existing one to incorporate disclosed information. This is operationally inconsistent with
neutral substantive engagement and consistent with a posture of escalation-ready monitoring.
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6. Pattern integration — Reddit and infrastructure as a single operation

The two evidence streams — the Reddit engagement chronology in §5 and the technical reconnaissance in §2 — do not
have to be integrated for either to stand. V2 was filed as a behavioral-incident record without reference to the technical
recon; V1 was the technical recon without reference to the Reddit thread. Either alone is a sufficient §4.7 Pattern 1 entry
on its own terms. This section addresses the question of what additional claim is supported by reading them together that
neither supports alone.

6.1 Coincidence by themselves; structure together

Adversarial Reddit engagement directed at a civic-tech utility is, in isolation, ordinary internet behavior. The internet is
full of people who do not like other people’s tools and say so. The engagement here is unusually persistent and
structurally noticeable, but absent further context, the bait-and-hook framing would be a considerable analytical reach.

Anonymous FTP enabled on production infrastructure is, in isolation, a security finding that warrants remediation. It is
not, on its own, evidence of staged provocation. Anonymous FTP is sometimes left in place by ordinary neglect; the
prevalence assessment in §2 flags it as “uncommon / negligent” but does not, by itself, distinguish neglect from intent.

Read together, the two findings co-locate in a single subject, during a single forty-eight-hour window, with a specific
operational structure: the subject who initiates the adversarial engagement is the registered operator of the infrastructure
that exposes the singular-anomaly trap surface. The same subject pre-installs a litigation frame inside the engagement
that, if any of the trap surface were exercised, would be already-deployed for use against the target. The same subject
monitors cross-platform dissemination of the target’s public-facing accounts. The same subject suppresses the
engagement venue from public profile presentation. The same subject withdraws engagement at the precise stimulus of
reverse-investigation. The convergence of these features in a single operator is what neither stream supports alone but

both support together.

6.2 The bait-and-hook structure restated

The structural reading of the pattern is reproduced here for the record:

Component Evidence stream Function

Lure Reddit engagement §5; timing convergence §3.5; venue Sustained adversarial engagement designed
suppression §3.5 to capture attention and provoke reaction

Trap Anonymous FTP §2.2 (the singular anomaly); secondary:  Conspicuously exposed access surface on
test WP, legacy Drupal as supporting context the antagonist’s own domain, optimized

for discovery

Hook Pre-installed litigation framings §3.4 (“who should I Narrative structure into which any
sue?”, “damages,” “disclaim”) exploitation response would be received
and characterized

Retreat Engagement termination on reverse-OSINT §3.6 Optimal silent disengagement once bait
fails and identity investigation begins

The bait did not produce its intended capture artifact. The target did not exercise the anonymous FTP. The target did
not probe the test WP. The target did not attempt any administrative path. The target instead conducted standard
reconnaissance at the discovery boundary, documented the findings, identified the bait structure, wrote this report, and
filed it openly into the master file. The operation completed without producing the artifact it was structured to
produce. That outcome is the basis on which this record stands.
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6.3 What the integration does and does not establish

This record establishes, on the evidence reproduced in §2—§5: that the adversarial engagement occurred, that its arrival
and venue-suppression characteristics deviate from organic discovery patterns, that the framing shifts and mid-thread
edit indicate active monitoring of disclosed information, that the subject’s own corporate domain operates with a
singular-anomaly exposure pattern flagged as “uncommon / negligent” by standard prevalence assessment, that the
credential picture in §3.1 is independently inverted (strongest claims weakest supported), that the engagement
terminated precisely on the stimulus of reverse-investigation, and that no exploitation of the exposed surface was
conducted by the author.

This record does not establish the personal identity of the natural human operating u/opbmedia on May 18-19,
2026; nor any direct linkage between that operator and any specific adverse party in the Goldtex matter (Greystar; Post
Goldtex LP; Cohen Marraccini; Sherman Silverstein); nor that the anonymous-FTP configuration was deliberately
retained rather than abandoned. These are open questions that subsequent OSINT may refine. The §4.7 Pattern 1 entry
does not require their resolution.
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7. Significance to the Goldtex matter

4PHILLY.NET surfaces, in a navigable form, the same regulatory data that establishes Post Goldtex LP’s rental-license
expiration (February 28, 2026), the 118 lifetime L&I violations, the open Unfit Structure citations (CF-2026-012614,
CF-2026-012633), and the fire-safety compliance failures that anchor the Horn / Goldtex master file. The tool’s
existence reverses the information asymmetry on which retaliatory landlord operations rely.

Independent of who any specific commenter is, external pressure on this tool during the active eviction window (Notice
to Quit dated May 4, 2026; vacate date June 15, 2026; Commonwealth v. Talley waiver trial June 12, 2026) fits the §4.7
Pattern 1 entry (retaliation against protected civic activity) already on file.

Attribution is not required for the entry to stand. The pattern is the record. If the engagement later resolves to a
Greystar—adjacent operator, to a Cohen Marraccini-adjacent operator, to a Sherman Silverstein—adjacent operator, or to
none of those, the record preserved here is unchanged. The relevant fact is that adversarial pressure was directed at the
civic-tech infrastructure surfacing the regulatory exposure of the operator in the matter, during the witness window, by
a subject with operationally adjacent infrastructure (hosting, marketing, email), a self-presentation that materially
overstates the externally verifiable footprint, and a production environment exhibiting the singular-anomaly trap
configuration analyzed in §2.2.

7.1 The Talley adjacency

Commonwealth v. Talley (CP-51-CR-0000673-2026), waiver trial set for June 12, 2026, sits inside the same
forty-eight-hour window that follows the documented engagement. The author is the victim-witness in that matter; the
witness window remains live; the timeline of corroborating documentation has been the subject of independent
obstruction documented elsewhere in the master file (Cpl. Snyder Badge #8068; PPD DC# 26-09-0597175; Det. N.
Nguyen referral). A successful capture artifact derived from the bait-and-hook structure documented here would be
deployable against the author’s witness credibility in that trial. The bait-and-hook fails its intended function not only as
an attack on the author’s civic-tech work but as an attack on the author’s ability to function as a witness. The restraint
documented in §4 is specifically relevant to that second function.
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8. Preservation directives and artifact inventory

8.1 Directives

* Preserve full-thread screenshots of the r/philly post and all comments, including timestamps, vote counts, edit
indicators, and avatar/handle metadata.

* Preserve screenshots of the subject’s public profile (Comments tab, About tab) demonstrating r/philly’s absence
from public activity.

* Preserve the Facebook share timestamp and the first-comment timestamp to memorialize the ~15-minute arrival

delta.

* Preserve the Google site:opbmedia.com search results page enumerating the hosting reseller subdomains identified
in§2.6.

* Preserve the r/UPenn “Hacked GSE Email?” thread (approximately October 2025) as independent corroboration
of the subject’s domain expertise (§3.1).

* Preserve the raw Nmap output containing the fip-anon script detection (FTP code 230) and full service-banner
inventory, with scan timestamp 2026-05-20 04:19 UTC intact. The scan timestamp is part of the restraint
record.

* Preserve the Subfinder, Waybackurls, GAU, DNSenum, Fierce, wafw00f, and Nuclei output artifacts in their
original form, with file hashes (SHA-256 recommended) computed and recorded.

* Maintain a chain-of-custody hash for all preserved artifacts in the master file evidence inventory (§5.4).

* Do not engage further with the subject unless the subject makes a substantive admission or a discrete factual
error that warrants narrow correction. Engagement produces additional capturable artifacts; non-engagement
preserves the equilibrium of the existing record. The conditional-disengagement analysis in §3.6 only stands while
the disengagement holds on the author’s side as well.

* Do not exercise the anonymous FTP access, the test WordPress endpoint, or any other surface in §2 under any
circumstances. The restraint record in §4 is the load-bearing element of the broader analytical posture; exercising any
of the documented surface would invalidate it.

Prepared by Justin H. Horn (Thumper) - thumpersecure.github.io/JlegalL Page 22



OSINT / Incident Report V3 — opbmedia - OPB Media - ProfessorZ - Horn-Goldtex §4.7 P1 Integrated - May 20, 2026

8.2 Artifact inventory
Artifact Source Captured
1/philly post + opbmedia comment thread (full) reddit.com / mobile app May 18-19, 2026
opbmedia public profile — Comments tab reddit.com / mobile app May 18-19, 2026
(multi-screen)
opbmedia public profile — About tab (ProfessorZ, reddit.com / mobile app May 18-19, 2026
32k karma)
r/UPenn “Hacked GSE Email?” thread reddit.com (search result link) May 19, 2026
Google business panel — OPB Media google.com / business panel May 19, 2026
Google SERP — opbmedia (LinkedIn, google.com / SERP May 19, 2026
Crunchbase, ZoomInfo, YouTube)
Google site:opbmedia.com — hosting subdomain google.com / SERP May 19, 2026
enumeration
Nmap -sV -sC output (port inventory + ftp-anon  opbmedia.com / 192.185.64.114 May 20, 2026 04:19
detection) UTC
Subfinder output — 200+ subdomain CT logs, passive DNS indexes May 20, 2026
enumeration
Waybackurls + GAU output — ~400 historical Wayback Machine, Common Crawl, May 20, 2026
URLs OTX, URLScan
DNSenum / Fierce output ns8207, ns8208.hostgator.com May 20, 2026
wafw00f output (ModSecurity detection) opbmedia.com:443 May 20, 2026
Nuclei output (no matches, timeouts) opbmedia.com:443 May 20, 2026

9. Closing note

This record is prepared for inclusion in the consolidated master file at thumpersecure.github.io/flegal as a discrete §4.7
Pattern 1 entry. Its purpose is preservation, not adjudication. The subject is named to the extent of public
self-identification (Reddit handle, display name) and externally verifiable corporate identity (OPB Media as a registered
Philadelphia business). No claim is advanced here that any specific natural person within OPB Media operated the
Reddit account in the documented thread; the available record establishes the handle, the engagement, the timing, the
suppression, the framing, the corporate identity associated with the handle, the production-infrastructure posture of
that corporate identity, and the conditional-disengagement pattern.

Subsequent OSINT may refine attribution; this record does not depend on that refinement to function as a pattern
entry. The integration of the technical reconnaissance into the behavioral incident analysis sharpens the structural
reading of the engagement without establishing intent. The intent question is left open. The conduct question, on both
sides, is documented and timestamped.

Every system is hackable. The professional posture is what one does with that knowledge. This report is the
demonstration of restraint in the face of opportunity — standard reconnaissance to the discovery boundary, no
exploitation, no exercise of the access the exposed surface would have permitted, the boundary documented and filed
openly. That demonstration is the load-bearing professional and legal asset that the report exists to preserve.

Prepared by Justin H. Horn (Thumper) - thumpersecure.github.io/JlegalL Page 23



OSINT/ Incident Report V3 — opbmedia - OPB Media - ProfessorZ - Horn-Goldtex §4.7 P1 Integrated - May 20, 2026

End of report.
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