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X12C COMMUNICATIONS AND CONTROLS 
SUBCOMMITTEE 
Standing Meeting Minutes  

SEPTEMBER 29, 11 a.m.-1:50 p.m. EDT OCTOBER 1, 11 a.m.-1:50 p.m. EDT 
Attendance—5 people, 4 constituents Attendance—11 people, 5 constituents 

1. Monday, September 29  
1.1. Administration. The Wednesday, 10/1 meeting will start at 11:30 EDT. 

1.2. Active 

1.2.1. RFI 2774: TGH Harmonization may be interested in the X12N recommendation, so 

Stacey Barber will take it back to them for review. 

1.2.2. RFI 1547 

1.2.2.1. The following question was submitted as an MR and cancelled by staff to be 

brought to the subcommittee instead: “We believe 999 can be used to reject EDI 

transactions based on external code validations (SNIP5 edits). X12 RFI#1547 

response stated that we should use 277CA or 835 instead of 999 for EDI 

transaction rejects based on external code validations. Please review and 

provide base for the RFI#1547 response.” 

1.2.2.2. The following response was unanimously approved to be delivered to the 

submitter: “Yes, you may use a 999 to report external code validations. The RFI 

#1547 response doesn't contradict that. Instead, that response addresses the 

situation where a valid external code didn't meet a trading partner's business 

requirement.” 

Meeting recessed at 11:30 a.m. EDT 

2. Wednesday, October 1 
2.1. Active. RFI 2774 

2.1.1. X12N management has approved the respone. TGH Harmonization was looking at a 

guidance for the PER segment on how to deal with URLs. The guidance is that if you 

send URLs don’t include the delimiters you’ve chosen. 

2.1.2. Motion to approve this final version of the response passed unanimously: “While there is 

nothing explicitly identifying the format of the URL, for a public facing URL to have any 
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value, it needs to be as clear and consistent with other URLs that are supported by the 

owner of the domain. Both examples work if the delimiters defined in the ISA are not 

used.  Example 2 is compliant with this TR3, and is part of URL present in example 1, 

which is also compliant with this implementation guide, assuming the values shown in 

either example are not used as delimiters.” 

2.1.3. The subcommittee suggested adding an agenda item for the next meeting to consider 

whether X12.61’s reference to IETF RFC 3986 should be updated. 

 

Meeting adjourned at 11:45 a.m. EDT 
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