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Comment Topics

Comments requested for the following topic areas:

1. The definitions of the terms ‘‘case’’ and ‘‘palletized unit load’’ and their use throughout the rule.
Hewlett-Packard has no comment on this aspect of the rule

2. The impact of providing electronic advance shipment notice information.
Comments below

3. Whether small business considerations have been fully addressed in the regulatory flexibility analysis.
Hewlett-Packard has no comment on this aspect of the rule

4. Scientific, industry, or manufacturing based evidence from changes or additions to packaging or package systems in order to assess the possible impact, if any, on the environment and materials recycling, including corrugated, metal, and plastic shipping containers and pallets.
Hewlett-Packard has no comment on this aspect of the rule

5. What are the options for minimizing and mitigating the impacts on the materials recycling process from the use of RFID tags on shipping containers and pallets?

Hewlett-Packard has no comment on this aspect of the rule

Additional comments:
6. Impact of label placement specifications for cases
Comments below

7. Impact of label placement specifications for pallets

Comments below

Recommendations
2. The impact of providing electronic advance shipment notice information
Hewlett-Packard finds that the Advance Shipment Notice (ASN) information requirements in the current state have seriously significant impact.  There are two interconnected areas of concern: 
a) Lack of industry standards
Current standards for ASN messaging have not yet caught up to include RFID standard information sets.  HP understands that ANSI standards, designed to include extensions for EPC data, are underway but have not yet been proposed nor approved.  Using requirements unique to DoD, or immature requirements that must soon be changed, causes unreasonable investment to be made by suppliers wishing to conform to the requirements.
b) Multiple implementations 

Due to the large and diverse nature of Hewlett-Packard products, geographies and organizations, multiple implementations would be required.  This multiplies the investment burden.  This is, of course, at HP’s discretion – however, the combination of multiple implementations due to evolving standards (a) makes the investment burden excessively large.

Recommendation:

Have ASN notifications be optional until industry standards can be completed and folded in to the DoD requirements. 
6. Impact of label placement specifications for cases
Hewlett-Packard finds that the implied label placement specifications for case labels are overly restrictive, and may have seriously significant impact.  As stated, the DoD specification requires:
“The passive RFID tag should be placed on the identification-marked side and right of center on a vertical face…”.  

Product cases are often heavily printed, and have limited, designated areas for labels.  HP intends to use integrated address/RFID labels, and has only moderate concern about the restrictions for location of labels on the vertical surface of the case.  HP has serious concerns about the designation of “side” versus “end” of cases. HP standard product design currently has address placement on the “end” of cases.  Changing address label placement in product design is impractical and costly.  RFID readers and antennae can be placed appropriately to handle either location.

Recommendation:

Allow either side or end placement of address labels, without qualification.
7. Impact of label placement specifications for pallets
Hewlett-Packard recognizes the likelihood of forklift mounted RFID readers in the near future.  Industry standards have not yet addressed the issue of pallet tag location, however it seems likely that the combination of partial pallets and the mechanical characteristics of forklifts will likely influence industry standards to have a lower end range, such as 40 cm above the floor.
Recommendation:

Modify lower end range of pallet tag location specification to 40 cm.
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