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1
Rational

During WPM#4 meeting (conference call) on 2013-06-13 there was a common view on the following principles:

· A Release definition should be feature based.
· Feature descriptions (based on high level logical functions) will mainly come from WG2 using an oneM2M internal template proposed by WPM.
A Feature is defined by:
· Unique identifier

· Feature name

· Feature description

· The process of allocating Features to a special Release may need further information about forecast dates for Stage 1, 2 and 3 (contained in the template)
· All Features including those for security and management should in essence be listed in the architecture TS, e.g. as an appendix.
· There will be some work required to link Features to Requirements in conjunction with WG1.
Requirements should satisfy use cases and functionalities should support requirements in turn.
This contribution on hand addresses all components contributing to the oneM2M Work Programme as well as their relationship among each other.
2
Description of Features
The following template agreed by WPM was sent to WG2.
WG2 Chair committed to provide a filled out table (based on oneM2M-ARC-2013-0299) to serve as a basis for further discussions on the content of a first oneM2M Release.

	ID
	Feature
	Description
	WG1
time estimation
	WG2
time estimation
	WG3
time estimation
	Notes

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


3
Relations and dependencies
The figures below serve for discussing relations between key contributions (TSs, TRs) and processes for building a release and for tracking the Work Programme.
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4
Work Programme Tracking
The following items are for clarification:
· Needs for enhancing current tracking of deliverables as specified in Work Items (dates, level of fulfilment)?

· How to track a Release (relationship between WI deliverables and a Release)? 
· Can/shall Features be tracked separately (dates, level of fulfilment)?
· …
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