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To date, a review of scientific literature by the Missouri Department of Health and Senior
Services has not documented conclusive evidence that concentrated animal feeding
operations (CAFOs) are a source of infectious, contagious, or communicable disease to
surrounding communities. However, some studies have indicated that:

- Quality of life can be affected by odors from CAFOs*;

- Preexisting respiratory problems in persons living in a surrounding community may
be exacerbated?;

- Persons in surrounding communities have self reported adverse health effects® but
these claims have not been independently verified by medical staffers;

- Some leaking CAFO lagoons have contaminated private drinking water wells and on
and off-site monitoring wells**®;

- Some persons occupationally exposed have developed toxic and inflammatory health
conditions, such as respiratory problems, headaches, eye irritation and nausea’?;.

On the state and federal levels, the Missouri Department of Natural Resources and the
United States Environmental Protection Agency have regulatory authority for CAFOs in
order to mitigate their associated risks to air and water quality.

Based on the review of research findings and existing regulations regarding CAFOs
conducted by the Missouri Department of Health and Senior Services, at this time it does
not appear that additional local ordinances regulating odor emissions from CAFOs will
enhance the physical health of the public in surrounding communities.

At the national level there has not been clear agreement on what public health actions, if
any, should be taken concerning CAFQOs, given the current scientific literature:

- Aresolution by the American Public Health Association in 2003 urged federal, state
and local governments and public health agencies to impose a moratorium on new
CAFOs until additional data on the risks to public health have been determined®.

- The federal Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), however, has not
called for a moratorium. Instead, CDC supports continued studies of possible human
health effects associated with CAFOs™.

- The 2008 report of the PEW Commission on Industrial Farm Animal Production
states our understanding of how IFAP affects humans, animals and society must be
expanded. Recommendations made include enforcing existing laws, regulations and
standards; updating or enacting new regulations; developing, setting and enforcing
standards; developing and providing training programs for workers; and conducting
more publicly funded research. The Commission has concluded that a more diversely
funded, well-coordinated and transparent national research program is needed to
address the many problems and challenges facing IFAP."



The Missouri Department of Health and Senior Services believes that in order to more
completely understand the risk of adverse health effects being caused by exposure to
substances emitted from CAFOs, biomonitoring studies (the collection and analysis of
chemical and biological samples from humans or data regarding physiological changes in
humans) will be necessary.

The Missouri Department of Health and Senior Services will continue to review on-going
and future studies/research related to CAFOs (such as the biomonitoring studies
described above) in order to identify potential public health impacts in a timely fashion.
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