DRAFT

Minutes of the Testing Teleconference

Held on 15 March 2011 (14:00 to 15:11 UTC)

Introduction

This was a GoToMeeting Web Teleconference to review: Mandatory Test Cases/ Contents of Device Certificates, the Paper Study for our Pilot Program on Alignment of the UCAIug with the NIST/OpenSG Interoperability Process, Migration to Edition 2, and open action items and plans for our next teleconference. The meeting announcement and an agenda were posted on 5 March. Also, a GoToMeeting Invitation was sent out to all the individuals on the UCAIug Testing E-Mail List. (The date for our telecon today had been selected 8 February at our previous telecon.) Draft reference documents had been sent out and/or posted earlier. The Teleconference was held on March15 starting at 14:00 UTC, 10:00 AM DST US East Coast, 7:00 AM DST West Coast and 15:00 Europe Time. The Teleconference lasted over 1 hour and was adjourned at 15:11 UTC. Jack Robinson and Bruce Muschlitz prepared the minutes (this document). 

Agenda

· Introduction: Appoint scribe/Roll call/ Review Teleconference Agenda

· Approval of Previous Meeting Minutes (Tabled)

· Content on Device Certificates/ Testing of Mandatory Cases

· Discuss Paper Study on the UCAIug NIST/ITCA Pilot Process

· Some Test Case Issues/ TPCL Updates/ Need for Updated Server Test Procedures Version 2.3/ Definition of Edition 1 Vs Edition 2 Devices 

· Review Draft Quality Assurance Manuals/ Forms (Tabled)

· Review FGH Interoperability Paper (Tabled)

· Suggestions for Next Meeting 

Participants 

The following people participated in the Teleconference:

	    Name
	    Company

	Dufaure, Thierry
	Siemens

	Etherden, Nicholas
	STRI

	Falk, Herb
	SISCO

	Graf, Roman
	ABB

	Muschlitz, Bruce
	EnerNex

	Ouellette, Dean
	RTDS

	Robinson, Jack
	UCAIug

	Schimmel, George
	Triangle Micro Works

	Schimmel, Richard
	KEMA

	Schubert, Rudi
	EnerNex

	Wycinka, Marcin
	Alstom Grid

	
	


REFERENCES

A. Discussion on Paper Study for ITCA Migration, Jack Robinson, 4 March 2011, Sent to all  on the Testing E-mail Exploder 

B. UCAIug Conversion To ITCA Version 0.1, Bruce Muschlitz, 20 January 2011 (White Paper on Scope and Background on NIST/ SGIP Recommendations)

C. Draft UCAIug Proposed Quality Manuals/ Forms for ITCA, Bruce Muschlitz Editor, See Documents in Directory at: http://www.ucaiug.org/org/TechnicalO/Testing/Shared%20Documents/UCA_Documents_as_NIST_SGIP_ITCA
D. FGH Interoperability Testing Paper: Posted At:  http://www.ucaiug.org/org/TechnicalO/Testing/SubCommittee%20Working%20Group%20Documents/Interoperability/InterOP_TestReport(FGH).pdf  

E. FGH Summary, Bruce Muschlitz, Posted At: http://www.ucaiug.org/org/TechnicalO/Testing/SubCommittee%20Working%20Group%20Documents/BruceSummaryOfFGH.txt 

Testing and Definition of Mandatory Cases/ Content of Device Certificates

Several issues have been raised recently on the definition of mandatory test cases and how  disclosure of these should be covered on the device certificates. 

Bruce led the discussion: What should be on a certificate to indicate that tests were not executed or that some mandatory test failed? There are pending certificates on  two devices that partially implement dataset creation Conformance Building Block (CBB 2+). The problem is that these do not allow creation of non-persistent datasets.

The PIXIT has space available to indicate that “maximum number of non-persistent datasets =  0” One tester does not want specific “this test was not executed …” on the certificate. Another vendor wants to indicate that information on page 2 under the detailed tests table.

Should the given CBB be removed from a certificate if all mandatory tests do not pass? Thierry: Yes, remove the CBB because the device failed. Should the ICD be modified to remove claim of the given capability? What about tests performed which are outside CBB claims? Can certificate page 2 CBB claims differ from page 1 CBB claims?

Richard: At this time, the ICDs may not be aligned with the DUT (Device Under Test) and some features may not be tested or may fail.  Jack: We need to make sure buyers understand how the device they purchase is related to the DUT (as documented on the certificate) and how this is aligned with the appropriate definitions in the ICD, PICS, PIXIT, etc. How does the vendor define the product? 

This discussion was taking considerable time. The group will take this up later and all were asked to e-mail their positions on this to the exploder testing@ucaiug.org 

Paper Study on UCAIug Migration to ITCA  

At our last teleconference, we agreed that we would define the scope of a paper study on NIST/ OpenSmartGrid Testing and the UCAIug migration to become a recognized Interoperability Testing and Certification Authority (ITCA) as defined in the Smart Grid Testing and Conformance Committee Interoperability Process Reference Manual (SGTCC IPRM). 

Jack has prepared a short, three page, draft discussion checklist to help define what we want out of the Pilot, what the possible tasks are, and how we may proceed (see Reference A). The checklist also includes a list of all the key questions that have been brought up over our past several teleconferences. The paper study will include decision points and will need to address all the questions and concerns. 

The deliverables of the paper study would be in two parts: A technical plan and a business plan. The business plan would cover staffing, possible costs, budgeting, legal, insurance, commercial justification and related issues and would be turned over to UCAIug Members, Executive and Board for review and approval. The technical plan would be prepared by the Testing SubCommittee and the business plan by another group under the direction of Kay Clinard. 

Herb: What insurance would the UCAIug need? Bruce: As an ITCA, insurance needs to be in place to protect the individuals who are responsible for the testing activities. Staff would include volunteers and subcontractors who may not have insurance or who may not be covered by their employers.

Jack: At this point, we are assuming that the study would be completed this year and, upon approval, we would migrate to full ITCA by the end of 2012. This schedule is based on discussions held with Kay on UCAIug strategy. One important concern is that the current UCAIug Charter would have to change as we move from an “advise and facilitate” role in device testing to a more direct ITCA role as defined by the SGIP/IPRM.

Rudi: The schedule in the NIST agreements with prospective ITCAs calls for full accreditation by 31-December-2011. We will need to look at how we could pull the schedule for the UCAIug paper study forward. To have full ITCA accreditation by the end of this year, we would need to complete the study and get approvals by June or July. For further discussion.

What do we do next? Jack: The next step is to finish the discussion paper, outline the tasks of the study, and assign people to do the work.  Is the checklist complete? Participants today have not had time to read the discussion paper. All were asked to forward any comments or questions to: testing@ucaiug.org  We will take this up at our next teleconference. 

Discussion on Handling of SBOns1/ Need for Updated Server Test Procedures
Bruce brought up a new agenda item: Invalidate SBOns1? Bruce: It seems that the current specifications violate MMS. George: Yes, that is correct. 

Discussion: The abstract test is to attempt to select an operation without valid authority.  Role-based authentication has not yet been written.

Thierry: What about attempting select while in blocked or local mode?  This is already tested in CtlN10 and CtlN11.

 All agreed to invalidate test SBOns1.  We will document this in the TPCL. (See later discussion on need for Server Test Procedures Version 2.3.)

Revision of TPCL 1.1 to Correct FtN1 Error
An error in the handling of FTN1 was introduced in 2009 and documented in the Test Procedure Approved Change List (TPCL 1.1).  

Certificates refer to Server Test Procedures Version 2.2 with conditional FtN1c and no FtN1d. The TPCL has (unstated but presumably mandatory) FtN1c and conditional FtN1d. Since certificates do not identify the TPCL, one cannot tell WHICH FtN1c test (old or new).

This led to a discussion on the need for an updated Server Test Procedure Version 2.3.  All agreed that we need to write Version 2.3; we would include everything that is in the current TPCL along with the changes discussed today.

We agreed to include in the Test Procedures Version 2.3 the following changes for FtN1: FtN1a stays the same, FtN1b1 is old FtN1b (“Client requests GetFileAttributeValues with unknown file”), FtN2b2 is new test (“Client requests GetFileAttributeValues with no file parameter in the request”) and  FtN1c remains unchanged (“Client requests DeleteFile with unknown file”).

Adoption of IEC 61850 Edition 2 Test Procedures

Bruce noted that we need to define a grace period for IEC 61850 Edition 2 Test Procedure adoption by testers. 

Our current agreements allow up to one year before for testers must move from a given version to the new version. This gives testers time to update their systems and vendors time to update products. Should this grace period be shorter for Edition 2 (perhaps 3 months)?

Jack: The different editions of IEC 61850 may be viewed as defining different products. So the rules for adoption of new test procedures would not apply. It is a marketplace decision on when Edition 2 devices are available and how long vendors would sell Edition1 devices. Thierry: Agree. Richard: The certificate also could identify the version of the test procedures and Edition 1 or Edition 2. Roman: Agree with this. 

We agreed that we should allow testers to test to Edition 1 with no time limit (they would migrate to Version 2.3 when it is released).  Edition 2 Test Procedures may be used upon completion and the versions therein would follow our normal migration grace period. This means that the Testing SubCommittee/ Testing Procedures Working Group would need to maintain two sets of procedures for the two IEC 61850 editions.

        

We need to coordinate with IEC to ensure that UCAIug can sell Edition1 of the IEC 61850 Standard after Edition 2 is issued (part 6, part 7-2, part 7-3, 7-4). Bruce will discuss this with Christoph Brunner.

Richard noted that customers have been asking about Edition 1 versus Edition 2 devices. How should they migrate? How should the different devices be integrated into a given substation?

Richard suggested that we should write a paper on product migration from Edition 1 to Edition 2 and what will change in the test procedures.  For further discussion.

Teleconference Conclusion/ Next Meetings

We identified possible agenda items for our next teleconference: 

· Version 2.3 Edition 1 Server Test Procedures

·  Scope of Paper Study

· Mandatory Test Cases/ CBB Definitions/ Contents of Device Certificates

· Discuss FGH Paper on Interoperability

· Length of IED Name Recommendation: 8 characters?

· Discussion on Paris InterOp Meetings

If possible, informal testing group meetings may be setup in Paris. (This would be decided on Monday the first day in Paris.)

We agreed to move the times for subsequent teleconferences out by one hour. We selected a date for our next Testing SubCommittee Teleconference: 12 April 2011 at 11:00 EDT (15:00 UTC). 

The Teleconference was adjourned at 15:11 UTC.

Teleconference Action Items 

(Includes open action items from previous meetings and teleconferences)

1. All to review and provide comments on the draft Testing Procedures for 9-2LE. Subscribers. Richard to consolidate comments and issue Version 0.2 of the Procedures. 

2. Bruce to coordinate with Christoph regarding update of IEC 9-2LE.

3. Jack to look into reformatting the IEC 61850 QAP Test Procedures as UCAIug documents. Coordinate with the KEMA editors. Consider also how we will handle all of the Testing Documents. (On hold pending legal review.)

4. Edwin to review ISO 17025 and our UCAIug QAP documents to determine if we need to improve our documents to better reflect requirements for testing facilities. (This may no longer be necessary considering our pilot program for moving to ITCA status.) 

5. Follow up from Paris 25 August Meeting: Suggestion was raised to start a task force to identify and list interoperability issues and a related database and ways to maintain.

6. Bruce - set up 61850-10 revision team, kickoff meeting 9 November 2010. (This activity is underway and several teleconferences have been held.)

7. Coordinate (Herb, Bruce, Margaret and Kay) on scope and plans for Interoperability Demonstration scheduled for March 2011 in Paris. 

8. Stephan to update, per agreements discussed 25 January, the GOOSE Performance Testing Document. Stephan to send out to the group. If there are no further comments, we will post this latest Version 1.1 as final. (This has been completed.)

9. Bruce to issue Annual Tester Audit Procedures as Version 1.0 and post on the Testing Site in the public area. (Completed. Need to follow-up with scheduling of the audits.)

10. Continue Pilot activity on SmartGrid Testing and UCAIug participation in IPRM. Bruce to prepare updated relevant documents. Jack and Bruce to look at the tester agreements (Annex A) and the impact to our QAP. Define Pilot schedule and milestones. Coordinate with ongoing legal review. Bruce to check on IPRM review periods and the status of the NIST/SGTCC Memo of Understanding with the UCAIug.
11. Jack to prepare a checklist to assist the Testing SubCommittee to define the scope, schedule and tasks for the IPRM/ ITCA Pilot Program. Initial draft completed. To be reviewed by all by e-mail and for discussion at our next teleconference. 
12. All to provide comments on how Mandatory Test Cases are handled with regard to definition of Conformance Building Blocks (CBBs) and how exceptions are defined in the Device Certificate contents or product ICDs. Send comments to testing@ucaiug.org 

13. Bruce will check on the  email exploder: Can it be set to deliver testing@ucaiug.org in the message so that people know who the message was sent to?

14. Bruce to check with Christoph Brunner: Is there a way to purchase Edition 1 of 61850 through the UCAIug? (At this time,  4 parts of the standard are no longer available from the IEC.)

15. Bruce to issue GoToMeeting call for our next testing meeting 12 April 2011 starting at 11 AM Eastern US Time (15:00 UTC).
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