DRAFT

Minutes of the Testing Teleconference

Held on 30 November 2011 (14:00 to 15:21UTC)

Introduction

This was a GoToMeeting Web Teleconference to review several issues related to the IEC 61850 Client Test Procedures and to discuss several open action items. This was a meeting of the IEC 61850 Testing Procedures Edition 1 Working Group.  A GoToMeeting Invitation was sent out to all the individuals on the 61850-Testing E-Mail List. The agenda and announcement were posted and draft reference documents had been sent out and/or posted earlier. The Teleconference was held on November 30 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 was scheduled for 60 minutes (but was extended) and was adjourned at 15:21 UTC.  Bruce Muschlitz, Richard Schimmel, and Jack Robinson prepared the minutes (this document). 

Agenda

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

· Discussion of cSrv5 Client Issue

· Discussion of cDs1 Client Issue

· Suggestions for Next Meeting/ Teleconferences 

Participants 

The following people participated in the Teleconference:

	    Name
	    Company

	Simmins, John
	EPRI

	Tibbals, Tim
	SEL

	Falk, Herb
	SISCO

	Muschlitz, Bruce
	Testing Chair, EnerNex

	Pfisterer, Peter
	Tuev-Sued

	Robinson, Jack
	UCAIug Secretary

	Schimmel, George
	Triangle MicroWorks

	Schimmel, Richard
	KEMA

	Taboada, Sonia
	GE

	zhangran
	KETOP

	Bruder, John
	SISCO

	Bali, Rakesh
	Alstom

	Dufaure, Thierry
	Siemens

	Pradish
	CPRI


References 

A. Testing2011_11_30_Agenda.doc, Bruce Muschlitz, Posted at: http://www.ucaiug.org/org/TechnicalO/Testing/Testing%20Meetings%20Agendas%20Minutes/Testing2011_11_30_Agenda.doc 

B. IEC 61850 Client Testing Procedures Rev 1.1, Richard Schimmel Editor, Posted at: http://www.ucaiug.org/org/TechnicalO/Testing/UCAIug%20Testing%20Quality%20Assurance%20Program/Current%20IEC%2061850%20Testing%20Procedures/UCATestProceduresClient61850-8-1_Rev1p1.pdf 

Approval of Previous Testing Teleconference Minutes

We tabled the review of the minutes of our previous meeting (held 25 October 2011).

Review Of cSrv5 Client Issue

We spent a major amount of time on the issue with the client test cSrv5.  Bruce pulled up that part of the test procedures (Reference B) on the GoToMeeting screen. How does a client gather information from a server upon client powerup? Current test procedures requires that the client issue GetDataValues but there is at least one client which gathers information from servers using buffered and unbuffered reports. Is this an acceptable alternative or must client poll servers for information? 

Thierry noted that 61850-7-2 (Ed1) PICS (S8) requires support of GetDataValues but 61850-8-1 (the MMS Read) makes this optional. So there is a mismatch between the two parts of 61850 Edition 1. Part 8-1 overrules Part 7-1. George: Need look at what is mandatory or optional in Edition 2 to make sure that stardard is consistent.

Thierry suggested the real need for GetDataValues support is to gather information on ConfRev and that is only needed if SCL is used as the basis of the data model (if data model is requested online, then ConfRev does not matter). So the support of GetDataValues need only be mandatory if SCL file is read, otherwise it can be optional. Rakesh suggested that the client test be modified to retrieve ConfRev and one other data item. The intended use case for GetDataValues is to verify LLN0.NamPlt.configVersion and to read the CF.ctlModel for control objects. We proposed to make the cSrv5 test case conditional for clients that are configured using SCD.  We need to include input from other experts on this proposal (e.g. Wolfgang Wimmer) and will review at our next meeting. 

Review of cDs1 Client Issue
We spent a few minutes discussing handling of cDs1 which is similar to the above. This issue is not as difficult. Must client issue GetLogicalNodeDirectory or can client use SCL information to discover information such as Dataset names?

We agreed that GetLogicalNodeDirectory support should be optional because a client can read the SCD file to discover this information. We propose to change this from mandatory to conditional. We will follow up with an update of the client TPCL (Bruce or Richard).
Teleconference Conclusion/ Next Meetings

We tabled the several other agenda items since we had to spent a fair amount of time on the client testing issues.

Jack: At an earlier telecon, we had agreed that we need to work on 9-2 Subscriber Testing .     Richard is the editor of this test procedure. Richard has an open action to consolidate all of the most recent comments and prepare Revision 0.2 for review at a future meeting. Richard: Priority has recently been on completion of the Edition 2 Test Procedures.

We agreed to hold our next IEC 61850 Testing meeting on December 14 at our usual time. We will focus on completion of the client testing issues discussed above. We will also take up the several items which were tabled from our agenda today (see Reference A). 

The Teleconference was adjourned at 15:21 UTC. 

Teleconference Action Items 

(Includes open action items from previous meetings and teleconferences. Includes action items only for the IEC 61850 Working Group.)

1. Richard to consolidate comments and issue Version 0.2 of the Testing Procedure for 9-2 Subscribers. For review at a future meeting.

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. 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.

5. Continue Pilot activity on SmartGrid Testing and UCAIug participation in IPRM. Bruce has prepared initial draft 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. Jack has prepared a draft checklist to define the scope, schedule and tasks for the IPRM/ ITCA Pilot Program. To be reviewed by all by e-mail and for discussion at a future teleconference. Review responses are still pending.

6. All to review the suggested fixes for the client test procedure issues covered today. Solicit input from other experts as needed.

7. Bruce to issue GoToMeeting call for our next testing meetings.
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