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

Federal Milk Order Order Number of Producers Receipts of Producer Milk AI\:\)/:Iri:\:llgin;;Iry Component Test of Producer Milk 1/ Somatic Cell
Marketing Area Number Total Change from 2001 2000 Change from Producer Butterfat Noqfat Protein Other Count 1/
Prev. Year Prev. Year Solids Solids

Count Million pounds Percent Pounds Percent Thousand
Northeast 001 17,143 146 2,037 1,918 6.2 3,832 3.53 8.57 2.90 5.66
Appalachian 005 4,212 46 517 500 3.4 3,961 3.54
Southeast 007 5,123 -24 596 567 5.2 3,755 3.58
Florida 006 372 31 219 220 -0.7 18,953 3.62
Mideast 2/ 033 11,933 1,842 1,540 1,185 30.0 4,162 3.52 8.61 2.92 5.69 452
Upper Midwest 2/ 3/ 030 13,371 -4,712 1,558 1,852 -15.9 3,759 3.55 8.61 2.92 5.69 396
Central 2/ 3/ 032 11,369 -229 1,529 1,419 7.8 4,338 3.54 8.59 2.95 5.64 404
Southwest 2/ 126 722 -148 695 723 -3.8 31,043 3.51 8.60 2.98 5.62 372
Arizona-Las Vegas 131 113 -3 221 239 -7.6 63,029 3.57
\Western 2/ 135 760 4 457 308 48.0 19,376 3.53 8.71 2.99 5.72
Pacific Northwest 124 1,250 211 628 615 2.1 16,214 3.58 8.70 2.99 5.72
All Markets Combined 4/ 66,368 -2,836 9,996 9,546 4.7 4,858 3.54 8.61 2.94 5.67 406

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.




