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AMDT only migrates user,computer, and group objects, & translates security.

No schema attributes, no GPQO's. Of course you can purposefully re—create
/restore GPQ's, but not unintentionally.

Inter—forest migration leaves the old forest intact. The computers and
member servers do migrate, but everything else remains in the old forest.

Still, such a substantial activity warrants considerable lab test time on
non production forests.

Virtual Machines are ideal sandboxes for such lab testing with the ability
to "rollback" and retest operations.

/K]

"Scuzzi" <SCUZZi@ XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX> Wrote in message

news:6C5A5623-1549-4D5D-B6E4—-535DFAQ7B 189 @ XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

Thanks Vincent.

Have already downloaded an perused the article you mention, along with
most

of the other information in this general TechNet area. Lots of stuff on
how

to do the migration, how to plan it etc., but | have not found anything on
how "contained" or "safe" the procedure is. | want to have details on what
is

allowed to migrate between the forests, and what is not. This will give me
confidence that | am leaving the problems behind in the old (source)
domain.

"Vincent Xu [MSFT]" wrote:
Hi,

| think you can refer to following article:
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http://www.tech-archive.net/Archive/Windows/microsoft.public.windows.server.migration/2006-05/msg00008.html
mailto:kj@DOMAIN.HIDDEN
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<http://technet2.microsoft.com/WindowsServer/en/Library/a281b8bc—71ea-45b2-b
0ca—8f55257¢c77301033.mspx>

Hope the information helps.
Best regards,

Vincent Xu
Microsoft Online Partner Support

Get Secure! — www.microsoft.com/security

When responding to posts, please "Reply to Group" via your newsreader so
that others
may learn and benefit from this issue.

This posting is provided "AS IS" with no warranties,and confers no
rights.
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We are currently Windows Server 2003 AD.
For various reasons, including

problems with AD schema (we ran a Cisco
procedure which wrote

entries on our schema - took ages to fix it),
phantom and lingering

and Group Policy problems, we have
decided to create a pristine Windows

domain in a new forest. | know we can use
ADMT to move users, security

groups, SIDs etc. | am concerned that we
might "pollute" the new clean

with odds and sods from the old one, which
would negate the benefits of

migration. Can anyone give me a definitive
on exactly what comes over
in

migration? Will | be able to leave the GP
and schema issues behind in
the
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old

domain - effectively "shedding our skin?"
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