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COOL: Where are we now?



What is it?
• Mandatory Country of Origin Labeling
• Proposed in 2003
• Implications for producers, packers, 

retailers, & consumers
• All processed pork is exempt
• All foodservice and small retailer pork is 

exempt
• Promoted by small independent “family 

farm” advocates



Who wants it?
• Consumers? 

• No, this legislation did not originate with 
consumers

• Survey after survey shows that food safety 
and other issues are much more important; 
no consumers are asking for COOL

• The legislation does not cover the 
consumers right to know or any food safety 
concern

• there is no evidence that consumers will 
pay extra for COOL labeled meat

•



Who wants it?
• Canadian Pork Producers?

• No, because their industry is already in 
shambles and the lowered costs received 
in the US would cause more of their pigs to 
stay in Canada where there is a severe 
shortage of kill capacity

• The economic impact on their industry 
would be catastrophic

• Now the thought is that US Packers will kill 
Canadian pigs for a fee



Who wants it?
• US Meat Industries?

• No, because removing 10% of the kill 
capacity in hogs that comes from Canada 
would seriously impact throughput

• All producers would bear the costs but the 
costs would be minimal for packer owned 
production and maximum for small 
independent producers

• All producers would bear the burden of 
livestock identification



Who wants it? 
• US Packers?

• No, because some packers would be in 
jeopardy of closing due to the availability of 
over 5 million fewer hogs coming from 
Canada unless they can charge a premium 
for slaughter of these animals.



Who wants it?
• US Retailers?

• No, not a single U.S. retailer has requested 
country-of-origin labeled product from 
suppliers currently capable of delivering such 
a product

• products sold through retail stores will likely 
commoditize the U.S.-origin label and allow 
import-labeled products to fill consumer 
niches that command higher prices.  



Who wants it? 
• US Pork and Beef Producers?

• No, because feeding margins for U.S. 
livestock will fall due to the higher cost of 
acquiring feeders.  Market prices will rise also 
but history has shown that short supplies of 
feeder animals, whether pigs or cattle, usually 
result in very high breakeven costs for the 
finished animals and losses for the 
feeder/producer.

• The compliance and segregation burdens
of a credible MCOOL system will
result in higher costs



Who wants it?
• Poultry Producers? 

• Yes, because they are exempt and would 
be put at distinct advantage over beef and 
pork

• Besides they are totally integrated making 
it an easy implementation for them



Who wants it?
• “Family Farm” advocates?

• Yes, they are delusional.
• Many have also questioned the growth of 

pork farm to retail price spreads in recent 
years. Now, though, they appear to believe 
that any increase in retail revenues caused 
by MCOOL will automatically appear as 
higher farm-level hog prices.  How could 
the MCOOL law accomplish this while 
clearly imposing higher costs on the 
marketing system?



Labeling of COOL Products
• Certain beef, pork and lamb products 

must be labeled at retail. 
• Packers and processors supplying 

these products must provide COOL 
information to the retailers.



What must be labeled?
• A meat product from beef (incl. veal), 

pork and lamb must bear a COOL label 
if:

1. It is sold at retail AND
2. It is a muscle cut OR
3. It is a ground product
• A meat product is exempt if:
1. It is sold at food service OR
2. It is in or it is a processed product



Labeling Categories
• The new Farm Bill version adds to the 

original “Product of the US” designation:

1. Multiple countries of origin- For 
example products derived from 
animals born and/or raised in another 
country and slaughtered in the US

2. Animals imported for immediate 
slaughter

3. Imported finished products to be sold 
at retail



Recordkeeping
• AMS has indicated that the packer must 

have records in its possession or have 
access to records of the livestock 
supplier that substantiate the country of 
origin of the meat product at issue and 
that these records must be available for 
at least one year. The means of 
identification is a lot number of other 
unique identifier. 



Discussion Questions
• What is the impetus for COOL?
• Do you disagree with assertions and 

assumptions made here?
• Are the benefits similar/different for beef 

vs. pork? Why?
• Will consumers pay more for COOL 

labeled meat?
• Who will ultimately pay the price long 

term for COOL?




