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5.7.1.9  Application header receipt.  Upon receipt of an 
application header, a system shall validate the presence of all 
mandatory groups and fields, determine that all occurrence 
category conditions are satisfied, and validate the legality of 
all field entries to determine the legality of the header.  This 
receipt processing is required for each header. It is the 
responsibility of the receiving system to apply default values, 
if specified, in those fields unspecified by the transmitting 
system. 
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1. STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM: The meaning of the last sentence 

of paragraph 5.7.1.9 is unclear. 
 
2. PROBLEM ANALYSIS: Default values are not specified within 

MIL-STD-2045-47001.  The intent of requiring the receiving 
system to apply default values to fields unspecified by the 
transmitting system is not obvious.  

 
3. PROPOSED SOLUTION: Provide further guidance in the 

interpretation of the last sentence of paragraph 5.7.1.9. 
Since MIL-STD-2045-47001B does not contain/provide default 
values for any of the fields, the effect of this sentence 
is NULL (does not apply). Implementing systems should 
ignore the requirement and not assume any arbitrary default 
values.Revised to delete the last sentence in 5.7.1.9. 

 
4. ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS: None.  
 
5. SYSTEM CHANGES REQUIRED: None. 
 
6. CONFIGURATION ITEM DOCUMENTATION CHANGES: MIL-STD-2045-47001B. 
 
7. IMPACT ON INTEROPERABILITY: Should improve it by 

eliminating a source of ambiguity. 
 
8. IMPACT ON RELATED DOCUMENTS: None. 
 
9. IMPLEMENTATION DATES: May 2002. 
 
10. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS: None. 
 
11.  REFERENCES: None. 
 
12. Trouble Reports (TRs) ADDRESSED IN THIS SCC: None. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


