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1 2015

The Honorable Pat Roberts
Chairman
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry
United States Senate
328A Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510
Dear Mr. Chairman:
The United States is expecting a report from the World Trade Organization (WTO) Appellate
Body in the appeal of the WTO dispute United States-Certain Country ofOrigin Labeling
(COOL) Requirements no later than May 18, 2015.
The United States has explained to the Appellate Body that the United States has brought its
COOL measure into compliance with U.S. WTO obligations. Assuming the Appellate Body
agrees with the United States, the dispute would then be concluded.
Should the Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the WTO, one option for Canada and Mexico would be to seek authorization
from the WTO to suspend trade concessions granted to the United States. Canada and Mexico
have each indicated that they will seek such authorization. The United States would be able to
refer any such request to a WTO arbitrator to determine the level of any such suspension of trade
concessions.
After the WTO arbitrator has issued its decision, Canada and Mexico would each then be able to
seek final authorization from the WTO to impose trade sanctions, which could include imposing
potentially prohibitive tariffs on various U.S. exports (including agricultural exports) to their
countries. The explanatory statement to the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations
Act, 2015 includes a request that the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) work with the
United States Trade Representative (USTR) to provide recommendations for changes in Federal
law required to establish and implement country of origin labeling for beef, pork, and poultry
that is consistent with the trade obligations of the United States. Accordingly, USDA is sending
this letter to the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations, the House Committee on
Agriculture, and the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry.
Should the WTO Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the United States' WTO obligations, USDA stands ready to work with
Congress and USTR to resolve this trade dispute. A resolution would depend on the relevant
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findings of the Appellate Body and could include statutory changes such as repeal of the COOL
requirements or establishing a generic label.
A similar letter is being sent to Senator Jerry Moran, Senator Jeff Merkley,
Senator Debbie Stabenow, Congressman Robert Aderholt, Congressman Sam Farr,
Congressman Michael Conaway, and Congressman Collin Peterson.
Sincerely,

Thomas J.@ ck
Secretary

United States Department of Agriculture
Office of the Secretary
Washington, D.C. 20250

MAY

1 2015

The Honorable Debbie Stabenow
Ranking Member
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry
United States Senate
328A Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510
Dear Senator Stabenow:
The United States is expecting a report from the World Trade Organization (WTO) Appellate
Body in the appeal of the WTO dispute United States- Certain Country ofOrigin Labeling
(COOL) Requirements no later than May 18, 2015.
The United States has explained to the Appellate Body that the United States has brought its
COOL measure into compliance with U.S. WTO obligations. Assuming the Appellate Body
agrees with the United States, the dispute would then be concluded.
Should the Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the WTO, one option for Canada and Mexico would be to seek authorization
from the WTO to suspend trade concessions granted to the United States. Canada and Mexico
have each indicated that they will seek such authorization. The United States would be able to
refer any such request to a WTO arbitrator to determine the level of any such suspension of trade
concess10ns.
After the WTO arbitrator has issued its decision, Canada and Mexico would each then be able to
seek final authorization from the WTO to impose trade sanctions, which could include imposing
potentially prohibitive tariffs on various U.S. exports (including agricultural exports) to their
countries. The explanatory statement to the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations
Act, 2015 includes a request that the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) work with the
United States Trade Representative (USTR) to provide recommendations for changes in Federal
law required to establish and implement country of origin labeling for beef, pork, and poultry
that is consistent with the trade obligations of the United States. Accordingly, USDA is sending
this letter to the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations, the House Committee on
Agriculture, and the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry.
Should the WTO Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the United States' WTO obligations, USDA stands ready to work with
Congress and USTR to resolve this trade dispute. A resolution would depend on the relevant
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findings of the Appellate Body and could include statutory changes such as repeal of the COOL
requirements or establishing a generic label.
A similar letter is being sent to Senator Pat Roberts, Senator Jerry Moran, Senator Jeff Merkley,
Congressman Robert Aderholt, Congressman Sam Farr, Congressman Michael Conaway, and
Congressman Collin Peterson.
Sincerely,

ThomasJ. @
Secretary
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United States Department of Agriculture
Office of the Secretary
Washington, D.C. 20250
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The Honorable Michael Conaway
Chairman
Committee on Agriculture
U.S. House of Representatives
1301 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515
Dear Mr. Chairman:
The United States is expecting a report from the World Trade Organization (WTO) Appellate
Body in the appeal of the WTO dispute United States-Certain Country ofOrigin Labeling
(COOL) Requirements no later than May 18, 2015.
The United States has explained to the Appellate Body that the United States has brought its
COOL measure into compliance with U.S. WTO obligations. Assuming the Appellate Body
agrees with the United States, the dispute would then be concluded.
Should the Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the WTO, one option for Canada and Mexico would be to seek authorization
from the WTO to suspend trade concessions granted to the United States. Canada and Mexico
have each indicated that they will seek such authorization. The United States would be able to
refer any such request to a WTO arbitrator to determine the level of any such suspension of trade
concessions.
After the WTO arbitrator has issued its decision, Canada and Mexico would each then be able to
seek final authorization from the WTO to impose trade sanctions, which could include imposing
potentially prohibitive tariffs on various U.S. exports (including agricultural exports) to their
countries. The explanatory statement to the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations
Act, 2015 includes a request that the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) work with the
United States Trade Representative (USTR) to provide recommendations for changes in Federal
law required to establish and implement country of origin labeling for beef, pork, and poultry
that is consistent with the trade obligations of the United States. Accordingly, USDA is sending
this letter to the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations, the House Committee on
Agriculture, and the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry.
Should the WTO Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the United States' WTO obligations, USDA stands ready to work with
Congress and USTR to resolve this trade dispute. A resolution would depend on the relevant
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fmdings of the Appellate Body and could include statutory changes such as repeal of the COOL
requirements or establishing a generic label.
A similar letter is being sent to Senator Pat Roberts, Senator Jerry Moran, Senator Jeff Merkley,
Senator Debbie Stabenow, Congressman Robert Aderholt, Congressman Sam Farr, and
Congressman Collin Peterson.
Sincerely,

Secretary

USDA
United States Department of Agriculture
Office of the Secretary
Washington, D.C. 20250

MAY 1 2015
The Honorable Robert Aderholt
Chairman
Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural Development,
Food and Drug Administration, and Related Agencies
Committee on Appropriations
U.S. House of Representatives
2362-A Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515
Dear Mr. Chairman:
The United States is expecting a report from the World Trade Organization (WTO) Appellate
Body in the appeal of the WTO dispute United States-Certain Country ofOrigin Labeling
(COOL) Requirements no later than May 18, 2015.
The United States has explained to the Appellate Body that the United States has brought its
COOL measure into compliance with U.S. WTO obligations. Assuming the Appellate Body
agrees with the United States, the dispute would then be concluded.
Should the Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the WTO, one option for Canada and Mexico would be to seek authorization
from the WTO to suspend trade concessions granted to the United States. Canada and Mexico
have each indicated that they will seek such authorization. The United States would be able to
refer any such request to a WTO arbitrator to determine the level of any such suspension of trade
concess10ns.
After the WTO arbitrator has issued its decision, Canada and Mexico would each then be able to
seek final authorization from the WTO to impose trade sanctions, which could include imposing
potentially prohibitive tariffs on various U.S. exports (including agricultural exports) to their
countries. The explanatory statement to the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations
Act, 2015 includes a request that the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) work with the
United States Trade Representative (USTR) to provide recommendations for changes in Federal
law required to establish and implement country of origin labeling for beef, pork, and poultry
that is consistent with the trade obligations of the United States. Accordingly, USDA is sending
this letter to the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations, the House Committee on
Agriculture, and the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry.
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Should the WTO Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the United States' WTO obligations, USDA stands ready to work with
Congress and USTR to resolve this trade dispute. A resolution would depend on the relevant
findings of the Appellate Body and could include statutory changes such as repeal of the COOL
requirements or establishing a generic label.
A similar letter is being sent to Senator Pat Roberts, Senator Jerry Moran, Senator Jeff Merkley,
Senator Debbie Stabenow, Congressman Collin Peterson, Congressman Michael Conaway, and
Congressman Sam Farr.
Sincerely,

Secretary

-USDA

United States Department of Agriculture
Office of the Secretary
Washington, D.C. 20250

MAY

1 2015

The Honorable Sam Farr
Ranking Member
Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural Development,
Food and Drug Administration, and Related Agencies
Committee on Appropriations
U.S. House of Representatives
1016 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515
Dear Congressman Farr:
The United States is expecting a report from the World Trade Organization (WTO) Appellate
Body in the appeal of the WTO dispute United States- Certain Country ofOrigin Labeling
(COOL) Requirements no later than May 18,2015.
The United States has explained to the Appellate Body that the United States has brought its
COOL measure into compliance with U.S. WTO obligations. Assuming the Appellate Body
agrees with the United States, the dispute would then be concluded.
Should the Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the WTO, one option for Canada and Mexico would be to seek authorization
from the WTO to suspend trade concessions granted to the United States. Canada and Mexico
have each indicated that they will seek such authorization. The United States would be able to
refer any such request to a WTO arbitrator to determine the level of any such suspension of trade
concessions.
After the WTO arbitrator has issued its decision, Canada and Mexico would each then be able to
seek final authorization from the WTO to impose trade sanctions, which could include imposing
potentially prohibitive tariffs on various U.S. exports (including agricultural exports) to their
countries. The explanatory statement to the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations
Act, 2015 includes a request that the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) work with the
United States Trade Representative (USTR) to provide recommendations for changes in Federal
law required to establish and implement country of origin labeling for beef, pork, and poultry
that is consistent with the trade obligations of the United States. Accordingly, USDA is sending
this letter to the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations, the House Committee on
Agriculture, and the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry.
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Should the WTO Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the United States' WTO obligations, USDA stands ready to work with
Congress and USTR to resolve this trade dispute. A reso lution would depend on the relevant
findings of the Appellate Body and could include statutory changes such as repeal of the COOL
requirements or establishing a generic label.
A similar Jetter is being sent to Senator Pat Roberts, Senator Jerry Moran, Senator Jeff Merkley,
Senator Debbie Stabenow, Congressman Robert Aderholt, Congressman Michael Conaway, and
Congressman Collin Peterson.
Sincerely,

Clw-.CJ..
Secretary

USDA
Unhed States Department of Agriculture
Office of the Secretary
Washington, D.C. 20250

MAY

1 2015

The Honorable Jerry Moran
Chairman
Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural Development,
Food and Drug Administration, and Related Agencies
Committee on Appropriations
United States Senate
129 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510
Dear Mr. Chairman:
The United States is expecting a report from the World Trade Organization (WTO) Appellate
Body in the appeal of the WTO dispute United States-Certain Country ofOrigin Labeling
(COOL) Requirements no later than May 18, 2015.
The United States has explained to the Appellate Body that the United States has brought its
COOL measure into compliance with U.S. WTO obligations. Assuming the Appellate Body
agrees with the United States, the dispute would then be concluded.
Should the Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the WTO, one option for Canada and Mexico would be to seek authorization
from the WTO to suspend trade concessions granted to the United States. Canada and Mexico
have each indicated that they will seek such authorization. The United States would be able to
refer any such request to a WTO arbitrator to determine the level of any such suspension oftrade
concessions.
After the WTO arbitrator has issued its decision, Canada and Mexico would each then be able to
seek final authorization from the WTO to impose trade sanctions, which could include imposing
potentially prohibitive tariffs on various U.S. exports (including agricultural exports) to their
countries. The explanatory statement to the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations
Act, 2015 includes a request that the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) work with the
United States Trade Representative (USTR) to provide recommendations for changes in Federal
law required to establish and implement country of origin labeling for beef, pork, and poultry
that is consistent with the trade obligations of the United States. Accordingly, USDA is sending
this letter to the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations, the House Committee on
Agriculture, and the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry.
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Should the WTO Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the United States' WTO obligations, USDA stands ready to work with
Congress and USTR to resolve this trade dispute. A resolution would depend on the relevant
findings of the Appellate Body and could include statutory changes such as repeal of the COOL
requirements or establishing a generic label.
A similar letter is being sent to Senator Pat Roberts, Senator Jeff Merkley, Senator Debbie
Stabenow, Congressman Robert Aderholt, Congressman Sam Farr, Congressman Michael
Conaway, and Congressman Collin Peterson.
Sincerely,

C2w-. <J..
Thomas J. Glck
Secretary

-USDA

United States Department of Agriculture
Office of the Secretary
Washington, D.C. 20250

MAY

1 2015

The Honorable Jeff Merkley
Ranking Member
Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural Development,
Food and Drug Administration, and Related Agencies
Committee on Appropriations
United States Senate
190 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510
Dear Senator Merkley:
The United States is expecting a report from the World Trade Organization (WTO) Appellate
Body in the appeal of the WTO dispute United States-Certain Country ofOrigin Labeling
(COOL) Requirements no later than May 18, 2015.
The United States has explained to the Appellate Body that the United States has brought its
COOL measure into compliance with U.S. WTO obligations. Assuming the Appellate Body
agrees with the United States, the dispute would then be concluded.
Should the Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the WTO, one option for Canada and Mexico would be to seek authorization
from the WTO to suspend trade concessions granted to the United States. Canada and Mexico
have each indicated that they will seek such authorization. The United States would be able to
refer any such request to a WTO arbitrator to determine the level of any such suspension of trade
concessions.
After the WTO arbitrator has issued its decision, Canada and Mexico would each then be able to
seek final authorization from the WTO to impose trade sanctions, which could include imposing
potentially prohibitive tariffs on various U.S. exports (including agricultural exports) to their
countries. The explanatory statement to the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations
Act, 2015 includes a request that the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) work with the
United States Trade Representative (USTR) to provide recommendations for changes in Federal
law required to establish and implement country of origin labeling for beef, pork, and poultry
that is consistent with the trade obligations of the United States. Accordingly, USDA is sending
this letter to the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations, the House Committee on
Agriculture, and the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry.
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Should the WTO Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the United States' WTO obligations, USDA stands ready to work with
Congress and USTR to resolve this trade dispute. A resolution would depend on the relevant
findings of the Appellate Body and could include statutory changes such as repeal of the COOL
requirements or establishing a generic label.
A similar letter is being sent to Senator Pat Roberts, Senator Jerry Moran, Senator
Senator Debbie Stabenow, Congressman Robert Aderholt, Congressman Sam Parr,
Congressman Micahel Conaway, and Congressman Collin Peterson.
Sincerely,

Thomas 1.6j;lck
Secretary

USDA
United States Department of Agriculture
Office of the Secretary
Washington, D.C. 20250
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The Honorable Collin Peterson
Ranking Member
Committee on Agriculture
U.S. House of Representatives
101 0 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515
Dear Congressman Peterson:
The United States is expecting a report from the World Trade Organization (WTO) Appellate
Body in the appeal of the WTO dispute United States-Certain Country ofOrigin Labeling
(COOL) Requirements no later than May 18, 20 15.
The United States has explained to the Appellate Body that the United States has brought its
COOL measure into compliance with U.S. WTO obligations. Assuming the Appellate Body
agrees with the United States, the dispute would then be concluded.
Should the Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the WTO, one option for Canada and Mexico would be to seek authorization
from the WTO to suspend trade concessions granted to the United States. Canada and Mexico
have each indicated that they will seek such authorization. The United States would be able to
refer any such request to a WTO arbitrator to determine the level of any such suspension of trade
concessiOns.
After the WTO arbitrator has issued its decision, Canada and Mexico would each then be able to
seek final authorization from the WTO to impose trade sanctions, which could include imposing
potentially prohibitive tariffs on various U.S. exports (including agricultural exports) to their
countries. The explanatory statement to the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations
Act, 2015 includes a request that the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) work with the
United States Trade Representative (USTR) to provide recommendations for changes in Federal
law required to establish and implement country of origin labeling for beef, pork, and poultry
that is consistent with the trade obligations of the United States. Accordingly, USDA is sending
this letter to the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations, the House Committee on
Agriculture, and the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry.
Should the WTO Appellate Body find that some aspect of the COOL requirements remains
inconsistent with the United States' WTO obligations, USDA stands ready to work with
Congress and USTR to resolve this trade dispute. A resolution would depend on the relevant
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findings ofthe Appellate Body and could include statutory changes such as repeal ofthe COOL
requirements or establishing a generic label.
A similar letter is being sent to Senator Pat Roberts, Senator Jerry Moran, Senator Jeff Merkley,
Senator Debbie Stabenow, Congressman Robert Aderholt, Congressman Michael Conaway, and
Congressman Sam Farr.
Sincerely,

Thomas J 6Jj1ck
Secretary

