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RECOMMENDATION TO NAESB WGQ EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

Minor Correction / Clarification
Request No.:


MC10035
Requester:
GXS

1.  RECOMMENDED ACTION:
EFFECT OF EC VOTE TO ACCEPT RECOMMENDED ACTION:

	X
	Accept as requested
	X
	Change to Existing Practice

	
	Accept as modified below
	
	Status Quo

	
	Decline
	
	


2.  TYPE OF DEVELOPMENT/MAINTENANCE

	Per Request:
	Per Recommendation:

	
	Initiation
	
	Initiation

	X
	Modification
	X
	Modification

	
	Interpretation
	
	Interpretation

	
	Withdrawal
	
	Withdrawal

	
	
	
	

	
	Principle (x.1.z)
	
	Principle (x.1.z)

	
	Definition (x.2.z)
	
	Definition (x.2.z)

	
	Business Practice Standard (x.3.z)
	
	Business Practice Standard (x.3.z)

	
	Document (x.4.z)
	
	Document (x.4.z)

	
	Data Element (x.4.z)
	
	Data Element (x.4.z)

	
	Code Value (x.4.z)
	
	Code Value (x.4.z)

	
	X12 Implementation Guide
	
	X12 Implementation Guide

	X
	Business Process Documentation
	X
	Business Process Documentation


3.  RECOMMENDATION

SUMMARY:


Minor Correction for NAESB WGQ Internet Electronic Transport (Internet ET) Manual, Version 1.9 and NAESB RXQ Internet ET Manual Version
 1.2.
1. Page 34 added wording to further clarify the usage of refnum and refnum-orig.

2. Pages 39, 41, 43. Corrected miscellaneous typographical error in examples: version and DUNS numbers.

3. Page 47. Corrected errors in sample PGP signed document (RFC2015/3156).
4. Page 48. Added already mandated data elements in the Error Notification that were not included originally.

5. Pages 50, 51. Corrected errors in sample, “Error Notification.”
The WGQ EDM and RXQ TEIS subcommittees recommend that numbers 1 and 5 from MC 10035 are beyond the scope of a Minor Correction; the requestor has agreed to submit a standards request to address the issue. 
TECHNICAL CHANGE LOG (all instructions to accomplish the recommendation)

The following language is in error (all modifications are highlighted, strikeout for deletions, underline for additions):


NAESB WGQ Internet ET Standards Manual (PDF page 34)
If a party does not receive the NAESB response, or a party does not receive an intelligible NAESB response, 

NAESB WGQ Internet ET Standards Manual (PDF page 39)

The ‘content-disposition’ identifier defines that ‘form-data’ is contained in the element.  The ‘name=‘ identifier defines the name of the data element.  These data element names must match the name specified by Internet ET Data Dictionary.  The ‘name=‘ identifier is not completely relevant since the fields should be present in the correct order, but this field should be checked to verify the validity of the form content.

The actual data value of the field is always preceded by a blank line.  This is typically used as a marker for the Server program to indicate that a data value will follow.  For example, note the blank line preceding ‘X12’ in the example.  In most programming libraries and commercial products the starting delimiter is ‘\r\n\r\n’ (C notation).

-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="version"

1.964
-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="receipt-disposition-to"

123456789)
-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="receipt-report-type"

gisb-acknowledgement-receipt 
-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="input-format"

x12


NAESB WGQ Internet ET Standards Manual (PDF page 41)

Example:  A complete electronic package data stream

POST /cgi-bin/AS2dispatcher HTTP/1.1
Referer: http://www.get.a.life/upl.htm
Connection: Keep-Alive
User-Agent: brow v0.1 XYZ Corp.
Host: localhost
Accept: image/gif, image/x-xbitmap, image/jpeg, image/pjpeg, */*
content-type: multipart/form-data; boundary=---------------------------87453838942833
Content-Length: 5379


-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="from"


123456789
-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="to"


234567890
-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="version"


1.946
-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="receipt-disposition-to"


123456789
-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="receipt-report-type"


gisb-acknowledgement-receipt 
-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="input-format"


X12
-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="input-data"; filename=”c:\temp\smallnom.bin”
content-type: multipart/encrypted; boundary=--boundary2--200309090001; protocol="application/pgp-encrypted"


----boundary2--200309090001
content-type: application/pgp-encrypted


Version: 1


----boundary2--200309090001
content-type: application/octet-stream


-----BEGIN PGP MESSAGE-----
Version: PGP 6.5



=Oiuo
-----END PGP MESSAGE-----
----boundary2--200309090001--
-----------------------------87453838942833--

NAESB WGQ Internet ET Standards Manual (PDF page 43)

After reading the HTTP header information, the Server will buffer the remaining data transmitted and call the Receiving Program specified in the POST statement.  Do not assume that the Receiving Program is called as soon as the header is read, which can impact your receipt timestamp.  The more common implementations buffer the entire transmission before calling the program.  Check your server implementation if this characteristic is important to you.

The Receiving Program will have the following data stream available, and will have most of the header data available in environment variables.

Example:  Data Stream Available to Receiving Program

-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="from"

123456789
-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="to"

234567890
-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="version"

1.964
-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="receipt-disposition-to"

123456789
-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="receipt-report-type"

gisb-acknowledgement-receipt 
-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="input-format"

X12
-----------------------------87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name="input-data"; filename=”c:\temp\smallnom.bin”
content-type: multipart/encrypted; boundary=--boundary2--200309090001; protocol="application/pgp-encrypted"

----boundary2--200309090001
content-type: application/pgp-encrypted

Version: 1

----boundary2--200309090001
content-type: application/octet-stream

-----BEGIN PGP MESSAGE-----
Version: PGP 6.5

hQCMAzRG1pEOIOvdAQP+JMr0m/9+8yOL60Z9Vr6fFV81FCExB/o0xmwiMkiwYsHsz0e8sb7ErC340MrNA/dw3taGMjmI+CXYRF/PLEdg1NZE1ZCtNeL4YdIHAMLWwODGlQxhSucz8rMSgQ5mZzcOJwBdWLW70efgsu/9UljuJjYc1uZ6C03eFQv/43fkB+alATtgydxX4g8QK664ad+Jo/XUICSmWBL66fqJR1KLeLf4wTaqGy174Aq48Wpwvg1Eh785zC03UAw0qg0ugMt86dPeyd91e2JigqwDYEf/DYEKD0J9BGiGpS/uAupNKj8Ocp2IWClxKOGUbxpVNOnNTqWHS/GntegvDE/7/ewCxDxsnmQS95pOl141QZ1RQbeN.aqx2Dq/ra9g65HNchOCzjul5Vi8HHf6Yhg2WnROe+npByyCue6rihqgNVOJwj0cVzpb4JE+gMDf3q4ISUb1Fv7/+SSFHDdnhdC5YTpqf1Bc3B07hiLmtTXqNit31EbX9UVElObzSa9ZhxbC6/eSl7Nuf5ZTDsh9nrk+QQJ6FeC9W4cqXLj7IZySaRO8Vtff+4ktqeuhYusT4kSpnk027aw4O/5jomUkfb22CAe4=
=Oiuo
-----END PGP MESSAGE-----
----boundary2--200309090001--
-----------------------------87453838942833--

NAESB WGQ Internet ET Standards Manual (PDF page 47)
Removed the blank line between “----boundary2--200309090001” and “content-type: multipart/report; ……………….”

and removed long dash and replaced with 2 short dashes for the last character in the last line as follows:
Example:  Response, Successful, Signed Receipt:

content-type:multipart/signed; micalg=pgp-md5; protocol="application/pgp-signature";

boundary--boundary2--200309090001

----boundary2--200309090001

content-type: multipart/report; report-type="gisb-acknowledgement-receipt"; boundary="NAESB7867"
--NAESB7867

content-type: text/html

<HTML><HEAD><TITLE>Acknowledgement Receipt Success</TITLE></HEAD> <BODY><P>

time-c=19960619082855*

request-status=ok*

server-id=coolhost*

trans-id=234423897*

</P> </BODY></HTML>

--NAESB7867

content-type: text/plain.

time-c=19960619082855*

request-status=ok*

server-id=coolhost*

trans-id=234423897*

--NAESB7867--

----boundary2--200309090001

content-type: application/pgp-signature

-----BEGIN PGP MESSAGE-----

Version: 2.6.26.5

iQCVAwUBMJrRF2N9oWBghPDJAQE9UQQAtl7LuRVndBjrk4EqYBIb3h5QXIX/LC//JV5bNvkZIGPIcEmI5iFd9boEgvpirHtIREEqLQRkYNoBActFBZmh9GC3C041WGquMbrbxc+nIs1TIKlA08rVi9ig/2Yh7LFrK5Ein57U/W72vgSxLhe/zhdfolT9BrnHOxEa44b+EI=

=ndaj

-----END PGP MESSAGE-----

----boundary2--200309090001--—
NAESB WGQ Internet ET Standards Manual (PDF page 48)
Required Error Notification Data Elements

The data elements for the error notification are the same as those described in the Section ‘Sending Internet ET Packages Transactions’, with the exception of the ‘input-format’ and ‘input-data’ elements.  The file containing the data elements for error notification should not be encrypted.

Required Data Elements for Error Notification (listed in the required order):

1. ‘from’

2. ‘to’

3. ‘input-format’

NAESB WGQ Internet ET Standards Manual (PDF page 50-51)
Inserted a  blank line between “Content-Length: 1958” and “-----------------------------87453838942833”

Updated Version from 1.6 to 1.9
Removed inserted section “error.” There should be no blank line between deleted text “signed error notification” and “content-type:multipart/signed;”
and removed long dash and replaced with 2 short dashes on last page of sample for the line “-----------------------------87453838942833”

Example:  Error Notification Internet ET Package: 

POST /cgi-bin/AS2dispatcher HTTP/1.1

Referer: http://www.acmeenergy/upl.htm

Connection: Keep-Alive

User-Agent: brow v0.1 XYZ Corp.

Host: localhost

Accept: image/gif, image/x-xbitmap, image/jpeg, image/pjpeg, */*

content-type: multipart/form-data; boundary=---------------------------87453838942833

Content-Length: 1958

-----------------------------87453838942833

content-disposition: form-data; name="from"  

234567890

-----------------------------87453838942833

content-disposition: form-data; name="to"

123456789

-----------------------------87453838942833

content-disposition: form-data; name="version"

1.96
-----------------------------87453838942833

content-disposition: form-data; name="receipt-disposition-to"

123456789

-----------------------------87453838942833

content-disposition: form-data; name="receipt-report-type"

gisb-acknowledgement-receipt   

-----------------------------87453838942833

content-disposition: form-data; name="input-format"


error

-----------------------------87453838942833

content-disposition: form-data; name="input-data"; filename=”c:\temp\error.not”

content-type: multipart/report; report-type="gisb-error-notification"; boundary="NAESB7868"

--NAESB7868

content-type: text/html

<HTML><HEAD><TITLE>Error Notification</TITLE></HEAD> <BODY><P>

orig-from=123456789*

orig-to=234567890*

orig-input-format=X12*

resp-time-c=19960619102855*

resp-server-id=coolhost*

resp-trans-id=234423897*

request-status=EEDM601: Public Key Invalid*

comments=Please contact 1-800-555-1212 for correct public key*

</P> </BODY></HTML>

--NAESB7868

content-type: text/plain

orig-from=123456789*

orig-to=234567890*

orig-input-format=X12*

resp-time-c=19960619102855*

resp-server-id=coolhost*

resp-trans-id=234423897*

request-status=EEDM601: Public Key Invalid*

comments=Please contact 1-800-555-1212 for correct public key*

--NAESB7868--

-----------------------------87453838942833--
Signed Error Notification
content-type:multipart/signed; micalg=pgp-md5; protocol="application/pgp-signature";

boundary=--boundary2--200309090001

----boundary2--200309090001

content-type: multipart/report; report-type="gisb-error-notification"; boundary="NAESB7868"

--NAESB7868

content-type: text/html

<HTML><HEAD><TITLE>Error Notification</TITLE></HEAD> <BODY><P>

orig-from=123456789*

orig-to=234567890*

orig-input-format=X12*

resp-time-c=19960619102855*

resp-server-id=coolhost*

resp-trans-id=234423897*

request-status=EEDM601: Public Key Invalid*

comments=Please contact 1-800-555-1212 for correct public key*

</P> </BODY></HTML>

--NAESB7868

content-type: text/plain

orig-from=123456789*

orig-to=234567890*

orig-input-format=X12*

resp-time-c=19960619102855*

resp-server-id=coolhost*

resp-trans-id=234423897*

request-status=EEDM601: Public Key Invalid*

comments=Please contact 1-800-555-1212 for correct public key*

--NAESB7868--

----boundary2--200309090001

content-type: application/pgp-signature

-----BEGIN PGP MESSAGE-----
Version: 6.5

iQCVAwUBMJrRF2N9oWBghPDJAQE9UQQAtl7LuRVndBjrk4EqYBIb3h5QXIX/LC//JV5bNvkZIGPIcEmI5iFd9boEgvpirHtIREEqLQRkYNoBActFBZmh9GC3C041WGquMbrbxc+nIs1TIKlA08rVi9ig/2Yh7LFrK5Ein57U/W72vgSxLhe/zhdfolT9BrnHOxEa44b+EI=

=ndaj

-----END PGP MESSAGE-----

----boundary2--200309090001--

4.  SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION
Description of Request:

1. Server-id data element. There is some confusion on the use of server-id data element described on page 32. One interpretation is that the server-id must be the same for the HTTP Response and a subsequent error notification. However, we have noticed that some implementations do not do that.  Issue: BizManager uses the server-id, time-c, and trans-id to tie an error notification back to the original outbound send operation in our audit trail. Some implementations use more than one server so that the HTTP response may read “server-id=a.example.com* time-c=20100921122841* trans-id=6032*” while the error notification reads “server-id=b.example.com* time-c=20100921122841* trans-id=6032*”. Hence, we have trouble linking the outbound operation to the received error notification. Does the specification require the server-id specified in the HTTP Response must match the server-id in the error notification?
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2. Refnum and refnum-orig data elements. Refer to pages 31, 32, and 34. Some confusion remains with the refnum and refnum-orig elements. Is the intention to assign a unique number to the payload (aka package)? If so, the refnum-orig can be used to detect duplicate transmissions.

Illustration of hypothetical event caused by a brief proxy or firewall outage: EDI document “X” is sent from party A to party B. Party A attempts 3 sends but receives gibberish for the response (Note that the verbiage on page 34 of the specification says a “NAESB response” but it does not say a VALID response). An operator at party A intervenes and retransmits document “X”— (the 4th send) and it is received successfully. After that, an operator at party “B” contacts party A and asks for document “X” to be sent again (the 5th send). What REFNUM-ORIG should be used on this 5th transmission? It is clear that each send attempt must use a unique REFNUM. However, should all transmissions use the same REFNUM-ORIG or should a new REFNUM-ORIG be assigned on the manual start and after successful receipt? By the way, the examples for refnum/refnum-orig on pages 34 and 35 were very helpful.

	Transmission
	refnum
	refnum-orig

	1 send / receipt is gibberish
	100001
	100001

	1st resend / receipt is gibberish
	100002
	100001

	2nd resend / receipt is gibberish
	100003
	100001

	3rd resend - manual / good receipt
	100004
	Should 10001 or 10004 be used?

	4th resend - manual / good receipt
	100005
	Should 10001 or 10005 be used?


[image: image2.png]Use of Refnum and Refnum-orig

These data elements are mutually-agreed, so parties must agree to use these data elements.

The first time a package is sent the refnum and refum-orig should be identical 40-digit or less
integers. The refnum data element is always unique over time.

If a party does not receigé the NAESB response, The package should be resent with a new
I refum used in the initial transmittal of the

refnum, and with the refnum-oi

package:
Refum and Refum-orig Example
Package Send refnum refnum-orig
First send 123467800123456 123467800123456
First resend 223467890123457 123467800123456
Second resend 323467800123458 123467800123456





3. Version number and DUNS typos. There are several typos in version and receipt-disposition-to. 
Page 39: Invalid version number. The receipt-disposition-to field contains an invalid character in the DUNS number element. 
[image: image3.png]8745838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name-'"version”

content-disposition: form-data; name="receipt-disposition-to"

123456789)
S 87453838942833

content-disposition: form-data; mame="receipt-report-type"

gisb-acknowledgement-raceipt
8745838942833

content-disposition: form-data; name-"input-format"

x1z





Page 41. Invalid version number.
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Page 43. Invalid version number.
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4. Errors in sample PGP signed document. See page 47 (reference RFC 2015 and RFC 3156 PGP).
Note 1: Line 5 should not be a blank line. Each multipart section contains a header and body—separated by a blank line. Since line 4 is the boundary, line 5 is the start of the signed text. Yet, line 5 is blank meaning the next line is the body of the document. Since there are no headers, the content-type defaults to “text/plain” rather than “multipart/report”.

Reference:  RFC 2045

http://tools.ietf.org/search/rfc2045

5.2.  Content-Type Defaults

   Default RFC 822 messages without a MIME Content-Type header are taken

   by this protocol to be plain text in the US-ASCII character set,

   which can be explicitly specified as:

     Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Note 2: The boundary on line 40 “----boundary2--20030909001—“ is incorrect. The closing boundary must end in two dashes but instead ends in a single elongated dash (probably from a cut and paste from a word processor such as Microsoft Word). The lack of a correct closing boundary invalidates the multipart/signed message.
Reference: RFC 1341 section 7.2.1

http://www.w3.org/Protocols/rfc1341/7_2_Multipart.html
The encapsulation boundary following the last body part is a distinguished delimiter that indicates that no further body parts will follow. Such a delimiter is identical to the previous delimiters, with the addition of two more hyphens at the end of the line: 
--gc0p4Jq0M2Yt08jU534c0p--

[image: image6.png]EXAMPLE: RESPONSE, SUCCESSFUL, SIGNED RECEIPT:

Lines

Line 40

content-type multipart/signed; micalg-pgp-mds; protocol="application/pgp-signature”;
boundary=--boundary2--200309090001

TOTE; report-type-"gisb-acknowledgement-raceipt”;

-—-NAESET8E7
content-type: text/html

<HTML><HERD><TITLE>Acknowledgement Receipt Success</TITLE></HEAD> <BODY><P>.

time-c-19360619082855%
request-status=ok*
server-id-coolhost*
trans-1d-234423897%

</P> </BODY></HTML>

~-NAESET8E7
content-type: text/plain.
time-c-19360615082855%
request-status=ok*
server-id-coolhost*
trans-1d-234423897%

NAESB7867-

-boundary2--200309090001
content-type: application/pgp-signature

-BEGIN PGP MESSAGE.
Version: 2.6.26.5

4QCVAWUBMIrRE2N9OWBIhPDIAQESUQOAE 1 TLURVndB] rk4EqYBID3nSQXIX/LC/ /JVSENVKZICPLCENT51 FASboRgy.
‘DiTHtIREBQLQRKYNOBAC FBZNN9CC3 C04 1WGquMbrbxc+nTs1TIKIAO8r V191 g/ 2YnT L KSEn5 70/ WT2vgSxLe/
ZhdfolTIBrnHOXEdbIEL-





Note 3: The signature example above uses the RFC2015/RFC3156 “multipart/signed, application/pgp-signature”. There is an alternative signature defined in RFC 4880 Section 7. Cleartext Signature Framework as illustrated below. This style would probably be sent using “content-type: text/plain”. What is the NAESB position on supporting this format?  I did not find RFC4880 mentioned in the NAESB 1.9 specification.

-----BEGIN PGP SIGNED MESSAGE-----
time-c=20100921122841*

time-c-qualifier=-08*

request-status=ok*

server-id=71.140.242.201*

trans-id=128509732146032*
-----BEGIN PGP SIGNATURE----- 

Version: PGP SDK 3.5.4
iQCVAwUATJkHaXWvepV1HI9zAQFLSQP9HG04UFT81dwWDnNMUWUGTPVKj8vWyL9d
ZjtjarJZ5vb0I+PZUj7z+c29zZPqfP7Dt/T28U1LEJbzfJHDbw0fIdAP5LiRNnEH
=vqQX 

-----END PGP SIGNATURE-----
5. Mandated elements in Error Notification. Page 48 states that Error Notifications must include the “to”, “from”, and “input-format” elements. However, pages 32 to 33 list additional mandatory elements (such as “version” and “receipt-security-selection”) and mutually agreed upon elements (such as “refnum-orig”). These two sections appear to be in conflict (signed signatures are indicated as mandatory per page 32 but are not listed as required per page 48). Are error notifications exempt from the mandatory element requirements on pages 32 and 33?

6. Errors in sample: Error Notification. The error notification on pages 50 and 51 contains several errors.

· Page 50, line 5 in the example: The version number says 1.6 rather than 1.9.
· Page 50, line 9 in the example: There needs to be a blank line after the Content-Length to indicate the end of the headers.
· Page 50, line 64 in the example: There is a boundary ending with “833—“ (long dash). It must be “833--“ (two short dashes).
· The text “Signed Error Notification” beginning at line 66 appears to have been appended from a word processor. It should have replaced the unsigned form (marked with a blue rectangle) with the signed receipt (the signed receipt begins on page 50 line 68 and continues to the end of the example on page 51).
· Page 51, line 35 in the example. There needs to be a blank line after the Content-Type to indicate the end of the pgp-signature header and the start of the signature body.
From page 50 of the NAESB 1.9 Specification.

[image: image7.png]EXAMPLE: ERROR NOTIFICATION INTERNET ET PACKAGE

DOST /cgi-bin/AS2dispatcher HTTP/1.1
Referer: http://win.acueenergy/upl htm
Connect ion: Keep-Aliva
User-Agent: brow v0.1 XYZ Corp.
Host: localhost
Accept: image/gif, image/x-xbitmap, image/jpeg, image/pipeg, */*
content-type: mulfipart/forn-data; boundary. 87453838942833
Content-Tength: 1958
Line9 -87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name-"from"
234567890
-87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name-"to"
122456789
-87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name-'version"
Line 20
-87453838942833
Content-disposition: forn-data; name-"receipt-disposition-to"
122456789
-87453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name-"receipt-report-type"
glsb-acknowledgement -receipt
-a7453838942833
content-disposition: form-data; name-"input-format®
-a7453838942833
content-disposition: forn-data; name-"input-data”; filename-"c:\temp\error.not”
content-type: multipart/report; report-type="gisb-error-notification”;
boundary-"XAESB7868"
~-NamsaTE68
content-type: text/ntml
<HTML><HEAD <TITLE>Error Notificatione/TTTLE></HEAD> <BODY><P>
orig-from-123456789+
orig-to-234567850+
orig-input-format-x12+
Tesp-t ime-c-19960619102855+
resp-server- id-coolhost*
Tesp-trans-1d-234423897+
Tequest-status-EEDMGOL: Public Key Invalid*
cComments-Please contact 1-800-555-1212 for corract public Key*
</P> </BODY></HTML>
--NamsaTE6R
content-type: text/plain
orig-from-123456789
orig-to-234567890+
orig-input-format-X12+
Tesp-t ime-c-19960619102855+
resp-server- id-coolhost*
Tesp-trans-1d-234423897+
Tequest-status-EEDMGOL: Public Key Invalid*
Comments-Plasse contact 1-800-555-1212 for corract public Key*
hnzsaTaca -
Line 64 -87453838942053— )
Line 66 | Signed Error Notification
Uine 63" content-type:multipart/signed; micalg-pgp-nds; protocol-"application/pgp-signature”
boundary=- -boundary2--200309080001
<2-boundary2--200309090001





From page 51 of the NAESB 1.9 Specification.

[image: image8.png]Line 35

content-type: multipart/report; report-type="gisb-error-notification";
boundary="NAESB7868"

--NAESBET868
content-type: text/ntml

<HTML><HEAD><TITLE>Error Notificatione/TITLE></HEAD> <BODY><D>
orig-from-123456789%

orig-t0=234567890*

orig-input-format=X12+

resp-time-c-19960619102855%

resp-server-id=coolhost*

resp-trans-1d-234423897%

request-status—EEDMG01: Public Key Invalid®

comments-Please contact 1-800-555-1212 for corract public key*

</P> </BODY></HTML>

--NAESBET868
content-type: text/plain

orig-from-123456789%
orig-£0-234567890*

orig-input-format=X12+

resp-time-c-19960619102855%

resp-server-id=coolhost*

resp-trans-1d-234423897%

request-status—EEDMG01: Public Key Invalid®

comments-Please contact 1-800-555-1212 for corract public key*

--NAESE7868--
‘boundary2--200309030001

content-type: application/pgp-signature
BEGIN PGP MESSAGE--

Version: €.5

1QCVAWUBMJ T RE2NOOHBGhPDIAQESUQQAL 1 TLuRVAAB] rk4EqYBIDInSQXIX/LC/ /JVSDNVKZICRICENTS 1 FASboBgV
'Dirht IREEQLORKYNOBACtFBZTh9GC3C04 1HCqUMbr b e +n s 1 TIKIADBT V1 91g/2YnTLFr K En5 TU/ W7 2vgSxLhe/
ZhdfolTOBrnHOXE44b+EI~

----boundary2--200303090001--




 


�Check whether correct


�Add section describing disposition at EDM/TEIS meeting
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