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TUTORIAL

How to Audit Active Directory
Privileged Group Memberships

A practical workflow for reviewing privileged Active Directory group memberships,
validating effective access, and catching stale or excessive privilege before it
becomes an incident.

Security  -  July 09, 2026

Why this audit matters

The practical problem is simple: privileged Active Directory groups accumulate members over

time, and every extra account in those groups expands the attack surface. If you cannot

reliably audit who is in Domain Admins, Enterprise Admins, Administrators, Account

Operators, or delegated role groups, you cannot prove least privilege, spot stale access, or

confidently respond to an incident.

After reading this tutorial, you will be able to identify which privileged groups to review,

gather membership evidence, validate whether access is still justified, and produce a

repeatable audit record that can be rechecked before production use. The finished state

should be a reviewed list of privileged groups, each member mapped to an owner and business

justification, with orphaned, temporary, and unexpected accounts flagged for remediation.

If your environment does not have a clear group ownership model, delegated admin model, or

change approval process, stop here and fix that first. Auditing membership without ownership

or remediation paths creates findings but not control. In practice, this work is most

effective when paired with Hardening Active Directory with Least Privilege Access Controls,

because the audit only has value if privileged access is designed to be reduced over time.

Prerequisites and scope
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Before you start, confirm three things:

You have read access to directory data and, if needed, permission to query nested group

membership.

You know which group set you are auditing: built-in administrative groups, domain-specific

delegated groups, or both.

You have a place to record evidence, such as a change ticket, spreadsheet, or audit

workbook.

Stop-here-if warnings

Stop and resolve these issues before proceeding:

You do not know which domain or forest boundary applies to the audit.

You cannot distinguish direct members from nested group members.

You do not know whether service accounts, break-glass accounts, or admin jump hosts are

supposed to be present.

You lack an owner for any privileged group that will require remediation.

Those gaps usually mean the audit will produce ambiguous results or lead to accidental

removals.

Step 1: Define the privileged groups in scope

The goal is to avoid auditing the wrong set of groups. Privileged access in Active Directory

is not limited to the most obvious ?admin? groups; delegated groups can also hold effective

control over users, computers, OUs, or directory configuration.

Start by listing the groups that grant broad or sensitive rights in your environment.

Typical examples include:

Built-in high-privilege groups such as Domain Admins, Enterprise Admins, Schema Admins,

Administrators, and Account Operators.

Delegated groups with rights over OUs, password resets, group management, workstation

administration, or server administration.
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Emergency or break-glass groups.

Service groups that can indirectly administer systems.

The expected output is a scope list that states which domain or forest each group belongs to

and who owns the review.

Validation is straightforward: ask whether each group in the list can change security

posture, access credentials, directory structure, or administrative boundaries. If not, it

probably does not belong in this audit.

A common failure is including every group with ?admin? in the name while missing delegated

groups with equivalent power. Another failure is mixing scopes from multiple forests without

labeling the boundary, which makes the results hard to trust.

Step 2: Collect direct and nested membership evidence

The goal is to capture a point-in-time record of who has access, not just what the directory

shows in a console.

For each group, collect both direct members and nested membership relationships. Nested

groups matter because a low-visibility group can grant the same effective privileges as a

directly assigned account.

If you are using PowerShell in a Windows management environment, a simple membership export

can help establish the initial evidence set:

Use the equivalent method available in your tooling if you are not using PowerShell. The

point is to export a stable record that can be reviewed offline and compared over time.

The expected output is a dated membership export for each in-scope group, including account

type where possible. If your tooling cannot resolve recursion, note that limitation

explicitly and treat nested groups as a separate review item.

Validation should answer three questions:

Does the export include all direct members?

Does it expand nested groups where supported?

Is the evidence timestamped and attributable to a specific source system or query?
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Common failures include overlooking nested groups, exporting only names without unique

identifiers, and treating an interactive console view as audit evidence. Those shortcuts

make later validation difficult.

Step 3: Classify every member by access type

The goal is to separate human users, service accounts, computer accounts, and groups so you

can judge risk correctly.

For each member, determine:

Is it a user account, service account, computer account, or nested group?

Is it disabled, expired, or stale?

Is it a permanent assignment or a temporary exception?

Does it represent a privileged path that is already covered elsewhere?

A useful way to think about this is that membership does not always mean the same thing

operationally. A break-glass account may be justified if it is tightly controlled, but a

normal user account in a high-privilege group often needs immediate review. A nested group

can be legitimate, but only if its own membership is equally governed.

The expected output is a classified inventory that explains each entry in plain operational

terms. This inventory should be specific enough that a second reviewer can understand why

the account is present without checking the source system first.

Validation is done by sampling a few entries from each class and verifying they match the

underlying object type and intended use. For example, if a service account appears in a

privileged group, confirm whether the service actually needs administrative rights or

whether the permission can be removed.

A common failure is treating service accounts as acceptable by default. Another is assuming

nested group membership is safe without reviewing the nested group?s own members and change

controls.

Step 4: Check whether each membership is still
justified
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The goal is to distinguish current, approved access from legacy or accidental privilege.

For each privileged member, verify:

The business or operational reason for access.

The owner who approved it.

The date it was granted.

Whether it is still required for the current role or function.

Whether the assignment has an end date or review date.

This is the part of the audit where evidence matters. A verbal explanation is not enough if

the account appears unusually privileged, and an old ticket is not enough if the role has

since changed.

If an account is justified, the expected output is a documented rationale that links the

account to a role, system, or recovery function. If it is not justified, the expected output

is a remediation item with an owner and due date.

Validation should compare the membership rationale against HR records, IAM assignments,

ticket history, or change records, depending on what your organization uses. If the

justification cannot be confirmed independently, treat the membership as unverified.

Common failures include relying on account names as evidence, accepting ?needed for support?

without a specific system or process, and allowing stale temporary access to become

permanent.

Step 5: Look for high-risk patterns

The goal is to identify memberships that are technically valid but operationally dangerous.

Pay special attention to these patterns:

User accounts in broad administrative groups when a delegated role would be sufficient.

Service accounts with interactive logon capability and high privilege.

Nested groups with unclear ownership or no review cadence.

Disabled accounts that still remain in privileged groups.

Break-glass accounts that are used as daily admin accounts.

Multiple privileged memberships that create redundant access paths.
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This is also where you can spot where tightening privilege boundaries would reduce risk. If

a group grants broader control than the job requires, the audit should not just record the

fact; it should inform a later redesign of access boundaries.

The expected output is a short list of risk findings ranked by severity and remediation

complexity.

Validation is practical: ask whether each finding would still matter after a password reset,

workstation rebuild, or user offboarding. If yes, it is likely a real privilege problem

rather than a transient issue.

A common failure is focusing only on famous high-value groups while ignoring lesser-known

delegated groups that are easier to abuse. Another failure is stopping at documentation and

never translating patterns into control changes.

Step 6: Reconcile nested, inherited, and effective
access

The goal is to understand effective privilege, not just direct group membership.

In Active Directory, access often flows through nested groups, delegated ACLs, and role-

based group structures. A clean direct membership list can still hide excessive effective

rights if the user belongs to another group that inherits privileged access through nesting

or delegation.

Review:

Direct members of the privileged group.

Nested groups that are members of the privileged group.

Members of those nested groups.

Any special delegated permissions that create equivalent administrative control.

The expected output is a chain of privilege that shows how each account reaches the

privileged boundary.

Validation should confirm that each path is intentional and approved. If the privilege path

is too complex to explain, it is too complex to trust without remediation. In many

environments, simplifying those paths is one of the most valuable audit outcomes.
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Common failures include documenting only the top-level group, missing hidden privilege

through nesting, and assuming delegation is safer just because it is not visible in a basic

membership export.

Step 7: Record findings in an audit-friendly format

The goal is to make the results useful for operations, not just compliance.

Your audit record should include at least these fields for every privileged member reviewed:

Group name

Domain or forest scope

Member name

Object type

Direct or nested membership

Business justification

Approver or owner

Date last reviewed

Risk rating

Remediation action, if needed

This format lets you compare reviews over time and identify drift. It also supports change

control if a removal or reclassification is required.

The expected output is a table or export that can be attached to a ticket, reviewed by a

second person, and retained as evidence.

Validation is simple: a reviewer should be able to reconstruct why each member exists and

what needs to happen if the justification is missing.

A common failure is keeping the findings in a raw export with no interpretation. Raw data is

useful, but an audit needs decision-ready evidence.

Step 8: Validate removals safely before production use
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The goal is to confirm that removing a member will not break required administration or

recovery workflows.

For each proposed removal:

Confirm there is an alternate path for the legitimate task.

Check whether the account is used for automation or emergency access.

Verify the impact window with the service owner.

Test in a lower-risk environment if possible.

Record the rollback plan.

If the membership is tied to a critical recovery function, do not remove it until you have a

documented alternative and a tested fallback. This is especially important for break-glass

workflows and forest-level administrative access.

The expected output is a removal plan with risk accepted, scheduled, or deferred based on

operational impact.

Validation should be explicit: after removal in a controlled window, verify that the

intended administrative task still works through the approved path and that no unauthorized

access remains.

Common failures include making bulk removals without change windows, assuming no one uses an

account because it is dormant, and failing to preserve emergency access.

Operational follow-up

The audit is complete only when the results drive an ongoing review cycle. Set a review

cadence for privileged groups, define owners for each scope, and require that any new

privileged membership has a justification and an expiration or review date. That turns a

one-time cleanup into an operating control.

Where privileged access is being tightened, keep the audit results aligned with least-

privilege design so the next review starts from a smaller, clearer membership set. If your

environment also uses emergency recovery or administrative tiers, ensure those paths are

separately documented and not conflated with day-to-day administration.
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A practical success criterion is this: a new reviewer should be able to look at the audit

record, identify every privileged member, understand why it is there, and tell which entries

must be removed, re-approved, or rechecked at the next cycle.

That is the finished state you want before production use: visible privilege, documented

ownership, validated necessity, and a repeatable process that catches drift before it

becomes exposure.

Use this guidance together with prioritize vulnerabilities using threat intelligence to

connect the workflow with related operational context already available on the site.

Use this guidance together with DNS tunneling detection to connect the workflow with related

operational context already available on the site.
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