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No U.S. government entity tracks and reports actual data on antibiotic use.  The report’s 
estimates are based on the best publicly available data from the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) on numbers of animals per county, multiplied by estimates previously developed by the 
Union of Concerned Scientists on the quantity of feed-additive antibiotics consumed per animal.  
 
"The widespread use of antibiotics in animal feed may well be promoting the spread of resistance 
to those antibiotics in bacteria which cause human infections,” said Jon Rosenblatt, MD, a 
microbiologist and infectious diseases physician from Rochester. “It seems incongruous that 
Minnesota, a national leader in healthcare, should at the same time be a leader in this excessive 
and unwise use of these important agents." 
 
The Environmental Defense study raises questions about recommendations made by Minnesota 
Governor Tim Pawlenty’s Livestock Task Force last year, 
(http://www.governor.state.mn.us/documents/MNAgricultureReport.pdf). Critics say the 
Pawlenty task force, which included no public health representatives, weakens the ability of 
township and counties to regulate larger feedlots that are likely to use antibiotic feed additives. 
 
“The factory-style animal production being promoted by Governor Pawlenty’s task force likely 
will increase Minnesota’s use of antibiotics in animal feed,” said Dr. Wallinga. “Before driving 
our antibiotic use to new heights, someone ought to be looking closely at the impact on public 
health.”   
 
The Environmental Defense report urges swift enactment of bipartisan federal legislation to 
phase out use of medically important antibiotics as feed additives, The Preservation of 
Antibiotics for Medical Treatment Act (S. 742/H.R. 2562).  The Minnesota Medical 
Association endorsed nearly identical legislation in the last Congress.  
 
“Consumers are clamoring for livestock and poultry raised without antibiotic feed additives,” said 
Dr. Wallinga. “Let’s help our farmers find smarter, healthier ways to raise animals for our food, 
before we needlessly add to problems with drug-resistant infections that may bite us in the 
backside.”  
 
In October 2003, Wallinga authored an editorial for Minnesota Medicine titled, "Antimicrobial 
Use in Animal Feed: an Ecological and Public Health Problem." That article and more 
background can be found at: http://www.iatp.org/foodandhealth/issues_antibioticsanimals.cfm.  
 
The Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy promotes resilient family farms, rural communities and 
ecosystems around the world through research and education, science and technology, and advocacy. For 
more information, go to: www.iatp.org. 
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