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The Systematic Evaluation of the SCADA Proposals for Dam and Water Supply Office
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*Korea Water Resource Corporation, **Chungnam National University

Abstract

Korea Water Resources Corporation (KOWACOQ) has
used hard wired sequential control system for dams
and SCADA / DCS for water supply offices.

The control system, which consists of automatic
control, communication and computer science, has to
look for the security of operation and the quality of
generated power and treated water.

In this paper, we would like to propose the
systematic evaluation of technical proposals such as
purpose, method/procedure, evaluation criteria and
report preparation.
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