DRAFT

Minutes of the Testing Teleconference

Held on 6 October 2011 (14:00 to 14:56 UTC)

Introduction

This was a GoToMeeting Web Teleconference of the Testing SubCommittee to discuss organization issues and to start on plans for the Austin Meeting. The meeting announcement and an agenda were posted earlier. Draft reference documents had been sent out and/or posted earlier. The Teleconference was held on October 6 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 lasted just under that and was adjourned at 14:56 UTC.  Bruce Muschlitz and Jack Robinson prepared the minutes (this document). 

Agenda

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

· Setup and Organization of the Testing SubCommittee

· Planning for Austin Testing Meeting with CIM, SmartGrid, and UCAIug

· Status of the ITCA Migration

· Suggestions for Next Meeting/ Teleconferences 

Participants 

The following people participated in the Teleconference:

	    Name
	    Company

	Dufaure, Thierry
	Siemens

	Simmins, John
	EPRI

	Goodrich, Margaret
	SISCO

	Muschlitz, Bruce
	Testing Chair, EnerNex

	Falk, Herb
	SISCO

	Robinson, Jack
	UCAIug Secretary

	Wycinka, Marcin
	Alstom Grid

	Schimmel, Richard
	KEMA

	Skendzic, Veselin
	Schweitzer

	Bali, Rakesh
	

	
	


REFERENCES

A. Testing Teleconference Agenda/ GoToMeeting Announcement, Bruce Muschlitz, Posted and Sent to All on 3 October 2011
B. UCAIug International Charter Rev 3.1, October 2005, Posted at: http://www.ucaiug.org/aboutUCAIug/UCAIug%20Docs1/UCAInternationalCharterRev3.1Oct05.pdf 

C. Testing SubCommittee Members, Posted on UCAIug Web Site at: http://www.ucaiug.org/aboutUCAIug/Lists/Testing%20Sub%20Committee/AllItems.aspx 

D. Testing SubCommittee Charter, Posted on UCAIug Web Site at: http://www.ucaiug.org/aboutUCAIug/Lists/Org%20Chart%20Descriptions1/DispForm.aspx?ID=16 

E. Discussion on Paper Study for ITCA Migration, Jack Robinson, 4 March 2011, Sent to all on the Testing E-mail Exploder and Posted at: http://www.ucaiug.org/org/TechnicalO/Testing/SubCommittee%20Working%20Group%20Documents/201103_TestingDocuments/DiscussionOnPaperStudyIForUCAIugTCAMigrationDRAFT.doc 

F. 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 
Organization of the Testing SubCommittee

Bruce welcomed John Simmins, EPRI, as the utility representative and the Co-Chair of the Testing SubCommittee. John replaces Joe Hughes who served previously.

Jack briefly covered the history of the current makeup of the Testing SubCommittee. We originally started out with 6 seats. (Bruce pulled up a screen showing the current Testing SubCommittee members. See the UCAIug Web Site page under Reference C.) Jack noted that George Schimmel and Herb Falk were considered to be the 61850 representatives. When the UCAIug was expanded in October 2005, we added 4 seats, 2 each for CIM and OpenSG. (So we now have 10 possible positions.) Additionally, both CIM and OpenSG will setup new groups, reporting to the Testing SubCommittee, to prepare test procedures for their respective communities. To date, the Testing SubCommittee has not had a need to be active outside of 61850 testing. Since testing activity in the other communities in now starting, and since we are now looking to become a certified ITCA (Interoperability Testing and Certification Authority) in accordance with the Smart Grid Interoperability Panel Guidelines, we now have a critical need to fill all positions so the Testing SubCommittee has representation to better coordinate all testing activity for the UCAIug.

Bruce summarized the status of Testing SubCommittee nominations given to date: CIM: Margaret Goodrich (SISCO, non-utility), Frank Wilhoit (AEP, utility), Dean Hengst (Exelon, utility representative); OSG: Phil Beecher (Beecher Consulting, PG&E utility rep), Mark Ortiz (Extensible, non-utility); 61850: Marco Janssen (UTI, non-utility), Tony Clark (AEP, utility).

Bruce asked if there were any other nominations from other UCA sub-groups to fill the open positions on the SubCommittee:

-   Margaret could fill one of the CIM slots and Margaret agreed to nominate another CIM UG person to fill the other CIM position.

-   Tony Clarke of AEP has an open action item to identify another AEP member to take his place.

-   Bruce is still working on getting people lined up for the 2 OpenSG positions.

In response to questions, we discussed the status of the Testing SubCommittee Charter. Jack noted that the UCAIug Charter had been expanded in 2005 to cover the extension of the Users Group (see the most recent approved Charter Revision 3.1 in Reference B.) Extension included testing for the three communities: 61850, CIM and OpenSG. The revised testing charter is in Revision 3.1 and may also be found on the UCAIug Web Site under Org Chart Descriptions (see Reference D). 

Bruce went to the UCAIug Site and showed the charter on the GoToMeeting screen. Bruce read the charter out loud since we had some participants who were only connected by phone.

Testing SubCommittee Charter:

“The Testing Subcommittee is responsible for setting overall direction for Users Group support of testing and for test system/site qualification and vendor product certification activities. Initial efforts will focus on the development of a global testing strategy, coordination with the IEC in completion of IEC 61850 Part 10 (Testing Standards), interoperability testing for IEC 61968 and 61970, guiding the creation of the product test procedures and the ratification of those procedures through Users Group consensus. Activities to be performed after creation of the initial test procedures include:

- Maintain the list of certified products

- Maintain the list of qualified test systems/sites

- Issue clarification and updates to the test procedures

- Assist users and vendors in application of the test procedures

- Act as final authority on the test procedure interpretation

The Testing Subcommittee coordinates working groups to perform much of the detailed work. The Test Procedures Working Group will be under primary authority of the Testing Subcommittee. Coordination will be maintained through liaison activities with other organizations such as with IEC TC 57 WG 10, 13, 14, who are responsible for the appropriate IEC documents.”

Margaret asked about interoperability testing: Does the charter include that? Jack: To date, IEC 61850 testing has been conformance testing; we have interoperability testing as a future. Bruce highlighted a phrase on the screen and pointed out the charter does recognize that CIM testing will be interoperability testing. 

Richard: The IEC 61850 Conformance Testing may be viewed as “interoperability” testing against a reference system. Jack: There are several important aspects of this level of conformance testing; the reference system may be configured to include all the functions of the device under test and what-if test cases may be scripted for stress testing or to verify proper responses to errors; interoperability testing only covers the well-behaved subset of the several interconnected devices.

Jack: Testing concepts for the UCAIug are defined and coordinated through the UCAIug Testing Quality Assurance Program (QAP) documents. (See the QAP documents on the UCAIug Site  under Testing/ UCAIug Testing Quality Assurance Program.) At this time, the QAP addendums for CIM and OpenSG are to be developed by the new testing working groups. Jack noted that the CIM conformance draft document 008a had identified the CIM QAP addendum as a future task. Margaret: That specific CIM document has not yet been approved as final.  

Austin Joint Meeting
We discussed preparation for our next possible face-to-face IEC 61850 Testing Working Group Meeting in Austin, Texas, USA, during the week of 14-17 November 2011. This will be a joint meeting of IEC 61850 UG and CIM UG and Open Smart Grid UG and the Testing SubCommittee. The Testing SubCommittee will advise the CIM UG and OSG UG chairs on conformity and testing topics during this meeting. 

Bruce said that the basic agenda has us meeting Thursday for 8 hours. We need to allocate times for presentations and technology transfer. However, prior to the meeting, we need to form the CIM and Open Smart Grid components of the UCAIug Testing SubCommittee and the testing working groups. Also, volunteers are needed for paper presentations at the Austin meeting. We need several hours of really compelling papers for this meeting. 

We discussed some presentation suggestions: Marco Janssen (QAP Document editor to cover the process of the QAP); possibly John Simmins could give an update on the EPRI CIM testing efforts; Herb could cover the 61950 Interop. Bruce recommends 3 presentations each about 15 minutes with a 5-minute discussion/rebuttal period. So we need more people to step up with presentations. If we get more requests, we can expand the proposed presentation time slot to 2 hours. John: I won’t be able to attend the Austin meeting. Herb also said he could not attend.

Members were asked to review and make suggestions for agenda changes or presentations. We will follow up to discuss the Austin meeting at our next scheduled teleconference. 

Update by Bruce after the teleconference: Ralph Mackiewicz, SISCO, has agreed to present results of the 61850 Paris IOP meeting. He can also present John Simmins’s CIM conformance presentation. (John will be in Paris during the Austin Meeting.)

Pilot/ Paper Study on UCAIug Migration to ITCA  

Jack was asked to give an update on the status of the ITCA migration. At previous testing teleconferences, we agreed that we would define the scope of a Pilot 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).  The Executive and Board have approved moving forward with the Pilot.

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 E). The checklist also includes a list of all the key questions that have been brought up over our past several teleconferences. The Pilot paper study will include decision points and will need to address all the questions and concerns. 

The deliverables of the 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 a task force working with the Testing SubCommittee and the business plan by another group under the direction of Kay Clinard. 

Jack briefly went over what the UCAIug would need to do to become an ITCA:

In summary, from a management perspective: 1) UCAIug will become an ISO Guide 65 (soon to become ISO 17065) certified ITCA by an accreditation body such as the ILAC (International Laboratory Accreditation Cooperative) or the AALA (American Association for Laboratory Accreditation), 2) UCAIug will implement more formal Quality Assurance Procedures (there are 30 quality documents and forms) and will become an audited organization (both internal and external), and 3) UCAIug approved Test labs will need ISO 17025 certification (Level A) or meet ISO 17025 requirements (Level B).

 From an operations and device test perspective: 1) UCAIug approved Test labs would conduct the device tests and submit results, along with draft certificates, to the UCAIug, and 2) As an ITCA: The UCAIug would make the final pass/fail judgment, and take a more active role in approving test results, and would sign and post the device certificates. 

There will be a major impact to the UCAIug in moving forward with the ITCA migration: There is the added legal liability of our role as an ITCA, we would be issuing certificates and making the decisions on test pass/fail. This expanded role is in direct conflict with our present QAP where the Testers have full authority and responsibility for all aspects of the device tests. Our current QAP defines an advisory and facilitator role for the UCAIug Testing SubCommittee. In addition, there are some new testing requirements we would have to add: Security Testing, Verification of Testing Tools, Monitoring Status of Installed Products; and we may have to drop some things that we allow such as Self-Test. Jack: We have a list of 9 issues that need to be resolved that conflict with the current IPRM.

The UCAIug will develop a sustainable Business Plan [develop model for UCAIug revenue stream – requires buy-in from all parties]. The possible costs and UCAIug resources needed for the ITCA have been discussed with the Executive and the Board in their recent meetings in September. Upon approval, we expect to incorporate the ITCA budget into the UCAIug Operating Plan for 2012.

Considerable work has been completed to date on the ITCA migration. As noted above, an ITCA operates according to a well-defined set of Quality Management (QM) System Documents and Forms (Templates and Instructions) for testing quality control. The expanded UCAIug as an ITCA would run in accordance with these documents and forms. Bruce Muschlitz has prepared initial draft documents for UCAIug review and these are posted in the Testing Shared Documents area of the UCAIug Site.  

Bruce pulled up the directory of the draft ITCA documents (see Reference F for the URL.)  As part of the Pilot, the new testing quality control documents will be reviewed and refined as necessary. Also, per NIST agreement, we will share information and the Pilot will lead the way and show other testing organizations how UCAIug was able to move forward with the ITCA conversion.  

Jack noted that some concerns have been raised by UCAIug members that SmartGrid and the ITCA activity is NIST based and pertains only to the U.S. market. This has been discussed in the Executive and Board Meetings and we will need to cover justification and member benefits if we are to get buy-in from all of the UCAIug. We expect to address these concerns in the Business Plan.

Teleconference Conclusion/ Next Meetings

We agreed to have our next meeting on 18 October 2011 at 14:00 UTC. Focus will be on the planning for Austin and setup of the Testing SubCommittee and the working groups.

Bruce will send out the GoToMeeting notices.

The Teleconference was adjourned at 14:56 UTC. 

Teleconference Action Items 

1. Testing SubCommittee to assist with definition of  the scope, schedule and tasks for the IPRM/ ITCA Pilot Program.  All to review the initial draft discussion paper for this ITCA Study. Review responses are still pending from the several Testing Working Groups. 

2. Bruce to issue GoToMeeting call for our next testing meeting 18 October.

3. Bruce to invite prospective members into the CIM and OpenSG Working Groups to support those testing activities.

4. All to review the Austin Agenda and suggest possible presentations. Bruce to prepare Austin Meeting Agenda and work assignments.  All to review.  
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