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NW_Contacts, is a database in the company which holds 
information on all our employees, customers and suppliers. The 
database is owned and managed by the accounts team.



NW_Orders, is a database in the company which is used for sales 
order processing. The database is owned and managed by the sales 
team.



We have decided to bring both the databases into a single SQL 
Server database.

But we want to keep the contacts parts of the system distinct from 
the sales part of the system.

We want to do this because of security, and to make it simpler to 
manage future design changes for the two teams.

It is decided to have a sales schema for the sales team, and an 
accounts schema for the accounts team.

We will now show how MUST (all versions) supports the migration 
of the two Access databases into a single SQL Server database.



Using the schema menu, we first create our two  new schemas.



Then we follow a sequence of steps to upsize the databases.
First we create our SQL Server database.



Next we select the two databases, and specify the schemas which 
will be used.



Next we analyse the databases identifying and correcting any 
design or data problems.



We can also look in the data dictionary and see which schemas the 
tables have been placed in and make any required changes.

MUST also creates synonyms which make future translation of SQL 
very simple when working with schemas.



Next we return to the upsizing sequence and upsize the database 
structures.



Following this we can migrate the data, and add the indexes, checks 
and relationships.



The Verify Row Counts shows that no data has been missed, as this 
screen will only show data  if some data has not been upsized.



Each Access application can then be re-linked to the SQL Server 
database.



We now create a security role for each department which allows 
user to only edit the data belonging to their department.



Schemas have allowed us to bring the two databases 
together, establish a solid security model and provide a 
clear naming convention for managing design work 
between the two departments.

We could also have created a third schema for shared 
objects. MUST would then simply have allowed selected 
tables to be placed in the shared schema.


