Table 8--Receipts of Producer Milk and Related Statistics, by Federal Milk Order Marketing Area, July 2001, with Comparisons

Federal Milk Order Order Number of Producers Receipts of Producer Milk AE\)/slri?ge;yDPa;Iry Component Test of Producer Milk 1/ Ci:)lrr?;iucm

Marketing Area Number Total Change from 2001 2000 Change from Producer Butterfat Noqfat Protein Other 1
Prev. Year Prev. Year Solids Solids

Count Million pounds Percent Pounds Percent Thousand
Northeast 001 17,620 424 2,125 1,988 6.9 3,891 3.55 8.60 2.92 5.69
Appalachian 005 4,105 157 522 490 6.5 4,105 3.54
Southeast 007 5,089 75 595 570 4.5 3,774 3.57
Florida 006 321 -13 226 225 0.2 22,687 3.59
Mideast 2/ 033 12,150 2,643 1,651 1,213 36.1 4,384 3.53 8.64 2.90 5.73 406
Upper Midwest 2/ 3/ 030 12,831 -5,364 1,501 1,917 -21.7 3,773 3.55 8.60 2.90 5.70 377
Central 2/ 3/ 032 11,577 462 1,585 1,442 9.9 4,416 3.53 8.62 2.91 5.71 382
Southwest 2/ 126 761 -67 723 727 -0.7 30,629 3.51 8.59 2.95 5.64 354
Arizona-Las Vegas 131 114 -15 232 252 -1.7 65,718 3.54
\Western 2/ 3/ 135 764 4 447 393 13.9 18,889 3.49 8.70 2.98 5.73
Pacific Northwest 124 1,257 199 644 614 4.9 16,526 3.56 8.69 2.98 5.71
All Markets Combined 4/ 66,589 -1,495 10,252 9,832 4.3 4,966 3.54 8.62 2.92 5.70 380

1/ Figures for components other than butterfat are available only for those orders with the component pricing systems for paying producers.
Figures for Somatic Cell Count are available only for those orders which adjust producer payments for this item.
2/ Handlers in these marketing areas elected not to pool milk in 2000 due to disadvantageous class and uniform price relationships.
3/ Handlers in these marketing areas elected not to pool milk in 2001 due to disadvantageous class and uniform price relationships.
4/ May not add due to rounding. Figures for Component Test and Somatic Cell Count are the weighted average of the individual market figures.
The weighting factors are the applicable pounds in total producer milk receipts.




