




















  
 

 

CONTACT: Matt Ludlow 

(608) 632-1607 / mlludlow@gmail.com 

 

Assembly Agriculture Committee Hearing – March 10, 2021 

Support for 2021 Assembly Bill 75 – Meat Labeling Legislation 

Matt Ludlow, President, Wisconsin Cattlemen’s Association 

 

Representative Tauchen and Members of the Committee.  My name is Matt Ludlow. My father 

and I operate Rush Creek Ranch, a beef cattle ranch, near Viroqua.  Additionally, I am the 

President of the Wisconsin Cattlemen’s Association.  The Wisconsin Cattlemen’s Association 

fully SUPPORTS AB 75, legislation which would allow only products that are derived from 

animals to be labeled as “meat.” 

 

The Wisconsin Cattlemen’s Association is the state trade association representing Wisconsin’s 

beef producers. Our mission statement is, “To promote the Wisconsin beef business through 

advocacy, leadership, and education.” Our support for AB 75 is two-fold: protecting the integrity 

of our beef products and alleviating consumer confusion in regard to the actual labeling of 

products. 

 

Clear meat labeling standards are important to Wisconsin beef producers. We believe that 

the establishment of clear labeling standards will protect the integrity of our beef products. A 

significant amount of time, effort, and money has been spent by our industry to establish and 

maintain a healthy, wholesome, and nutritious product.  The proper labeling of true beef products 

as meat will help protect the integrity that has been established over time. 

We are concerned that unclear product labels create consumer confusion. The National 

Cattlemen’s Beef Association (NCBA) conducted a survey in September 2019 of almost 2,000 

consumers to test confusion between alternative meat products and actual meat. The survey asked 

consumers questions using specific brand labels. More than half of the consumers surveyed noted 

confusion due to the use of the words “beef” or “meat” on the label of an entirely plant-based 

product. Use of the terms “beef,” “meat” or “meatier” on the label of a plant-based or cell cultured 

products can cause consumer confusion.  

We do not believe that labeling standards will interfere with technology or the development of 

alternative products. Proper labels will simply ensure that any alternative meat products do not 

mislead consumers into thinking that they are purchasing our Wisconsin-grown beef. 

Clear definitions under Wisconsin law and federal law will also help both state and federal 

governments know how to best regulate these products. Regulation of food and food products 

is managed by multiple state and federal agencies.  Although this legislation addresses labeling for 

consumer sales, clear definitions will likely become increasingly important as regulations evolve 

to address regulation of new food products, such as cultured meat or plant-based meat substitutes. 

Representative Tauchen and Members of the Committee, thank you for holding a hearing on this 

legislation.   



 

 

Wisconsin Pork Association Testimony 

Assembly Agriculture Committee Hearing – March 10, 2021  

Support for 2021 Assembly Bill 75 – Meat Labeling Legislation 

 

Representative Tauchen and Members of the Committee, thank you for accepting written 

testimony from the Wisconsin Pork Association (WPA) expressing our support for 2021 AB 75, 

legislation which would regulate the labeling of products as “meat” in Wisconsin. 

The WPA is the state trade association representing Wisconsin’s pork producers from across the 

state. The WPA strives to ensure the future success of the Wisconsin pork industry through 

representing the interests of our farmer and industry members.  As an association, we put a strong 

emphasis on social issues, public and government policies, environmental issues, animal welfare 

and food safety.  

Wisconsin’s Pork Producers Support Clear Labeling Standards. Clear labeling standards will 

establish standards of identity for both meat and meat-substitute products. We believe that all 

consumers should be able to easily identify what they are buying.  They should not be confused 

about whether a product is pork or a plant-based product or a cultured cell product.  

Plant-based Products. Technology around the development of plant-based products is 

trying to mimic the taste, appearance and eating experience of real pork products.  They are 

deliberate imitations, which is fine, as long as consumers are aware that they are purchasing 

imitation products and not Wisconsin-raised pork.  The imitation product should not be able to 

imitate a real meat label.  

Cultured Meat Cell Products. It is equally critical that cultured meat cell products are 

labeled correctly when they are introduced to consumers in retail settings.  Products containing 

only muscle cells or fat cells cannot be called “pork” without qualification.  Pork has more in it 

than just muscle or fat cells and this is fundamental to the eating experience and nutritional profile 

that consumer expect to enjoy when eating our products. We want to maintain the integrity of our 

product in the eyes of the consumer. 

Labeling standards are important for our Wisconsin-raised pork products and will help to 

maintain their identity as pork – raised by Wisconsin farm families. We are concerned that 

unclear product labels will create consumer confusion in the grocery store. In contrast, defined 

labeling guidelines can make it clear to consumers how a food product was produced and what it 

contains. 

Thank you for allowing us to submit comments in support of AB 75. 

Dr. James Magolski, Ph.D., President  

Keri Retallick, Executive Vice President  

(608) 723-7551 / kretallick@wppa.org 



 
 
 
 
 
 

March 8, 2021 

 
 
To: Members of the Assembly Agriculture Committee 
 
Re: Opposition to AB 73, AB 74, AB 75  
 
The Alliance for Plant Based Inclusion (APBI) must oppose the legislation noted above. These bills 
as drafted would unfairly and unnecessarily restrict how the makers of plant-based foods use 
common and usual terms to describe their products. 
 
APBI, a coalition of the world’s largest plant-based food companies is focused on ensuring policies 
around plant-based foods afford consumers the greatest choice, clarity, and flexibility in the 
marketplace. APBI supports clear and transparent marketing and labeling for plant-based foods, 
including allowing the use of traditional meat, dairy and seafood terms and indicators, as long as the 
products are clearly labeled as plant-based, or with a similar easily understood reference. 
 
The Alliance opposes these bills because they are solutions in search of problems and will only serve 
to confuse rather than inform. Our companies already clearly indicate on their labels that their 
alternative dairy and meat products are plant-based, vegan, vegetarian, or they utilize other 
equivalent terms that have been understood and commonly accepted by consumers for more than 
30 years. Alliance member companies want to make it clear to shoppers what it is they are buying 
because their successes are built upon years of trust between their brands and consumers.  
 
Some states have enacted legislation addressing labeling of alternative protein products. However, in 
nearly every case, those states made allowances for the use of qualifying terms to identify them and 
the legislation was passed without opposition from plant-based food manufacturers.  
 
We believe there is room in the market for everyone and that governments should not be in the 
position of picking winners and losers within an industry. Alliance members feel strongly that labels 
using terms that consumers understand is the best way to inform them while avoiding the need for 
government intervention.  
 
We must respectfully oppose AB 73, AB 74 and AB 75 as introduced.  
 
We would be happy to discuss this, please feel free to contact Dan Colegrove at (202) 329 – 6242 or 
at dc@prismgroup.global. 
 
 
 



From: Scott Weathers
To: Rep.Tauchen
Cc: Arrowood, Craig; Scherdell, Derrick
Subject: Testimony in Opposition to AB 73, 74, and 75
Date: Thursday, March 04, 2021 1:59:57 PM

Representative Tauchen,

Please find below GFI's written testimony in opposition to AB 73, 74, and 75, which will be
heard in the Assembly Agriculture Committee next Wednesday. Thank you for your time.
Please let me know if there is any more information that I can provide.

Sincerely,
Scott Weathers
Senior Policy Specialist, The Good Food Institute

***

Good morning. I’m Scott Weathers and I represent The Good Food Institute, a nonprofit
organization dedicated to using markets and innovation to promote a healthy and sustainable
food system. I’m here today to respectfully oppose Assembly Bills 73, 74, and 75 and any
amended versions of these bills that may appear.

These bills prohibit two kinds of product labels: those that use meat and dairy terms on plant-
based products, such as almond milk and veggie burgers, and those that use meat terms on
meat grown directly from animal cells, commonly called “cultivated meat.”

We oppose these bills for three main reasons. In short, they’re unnecessary, they’re
unconstitutional, and they’re bad for businesses and consumers here in Wisconsin. Let me go
into detail on each of those points.

First, these bills are solutions in search of a problem. Despite what some might say, consumers
aren’t confused by plant-based foods. According to the International Food Information
Council, over 90% of consumers understand that plant-based milks don’t come from cows.
People buy products like almond milk and black bean burgers because they know what they
are — not because they believe they’re something else. It’s just common sense. In fact, federal
law already prohibits false and misleading food labels, and anybody who’s unclear about a
product can easily flip the package over and read the ingredient list. It’s right there in black
and white. These bills suggest that consumers aren’t smart enough to know what they’re
buying, but science and common sense say otherwise.

Second, these bills violate the Constitution. Three states that have passed similar laws have
been sued on First Amendment grounds. In 2019, a federal court issued a preliminary
injunction preventing enforcement of Arkansas’ label censorship law — which sought to limit
usage of meat terms on plant-based food labels — because it likely violates the First
Amendment. The judge wrote that the plaintiff would “likely prevail” on First Amendment
grounds. Simply put, governments cannot restrict commercial speech unless the restriction
directly advances a substantial government interest. Here, there’s no evidence of consumer
confusion, and federal law already requires that the ingredients be listed on the label.
Consumer choice — not censorship — should determine winners and losers in the
marketplace.
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Finally, cultivated meat is indeed meat. Prohibiting the use of meat terms to describe the true
nature of the product is misleading and dangerous. A consumer with a beef allergy will react
the same way to eating a cultivated beef burger as if he or she ate conventional beef. From a
consumer safety standpoint, not describing cultivated meat as “meat” on the label is a non-
starter and would put these future consumers at significant risk. The USDA has announced
that it will exercise its authority over the labels of cultivated meat. USDA will approve and
inspect all cultivated meat labels before any product reaches a store shelf.

Variety is the spice of life, and I believe that there’s room on the plate for both traditional and
innovative products here in Wisconsin. With no confusion around almond milk, veggie
burgers, or any other plant-based food, and robust federal law on labeling, there’s no need for
government restrictions that would both hurt businesses and put consumers in harm’s way. If
you pass these labeling laws, which industry will be next to ask you to censor their
competitors? I’m sure Barnes & Noble would like a word about “e-books.”

I urge you to vote “No” on Assembly Bills 73, 74, and 75, and any amended bills that may
appear. Thank you for your consideration.

-- 
Scott Weathers
Senior Policy Specialist
The Good Food Institute
919.638.5476 | scottw@gfi.org | LinkedIn
Connect with us: Facebook • Twitter

Stay abreast of all the developments in the alternative protein landscape with GFI’s State of the Industry 
reports and other market research in our resource library. 
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