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

Federal Milk Order Order Number of Producers Receipts of Producer Milk Ag:lriii? D;\;Iry Component Test of Producer Milk 1/ Somatic
Marketing Area Number Total Change from 2001 2000 Change from Produ}(l:er Butterfat Nor!fat Protein Other Cell Count 1/
Prev. Year Prev. Year Solids Solids

Count Million pounds Percent Pounds Percent Thousand
Northeast 001 17,378 -107 2,157 2,182 -1.2 4,003 3.74 8.73 3.03 5.70 -
Appalachian 005 4,420 75 620 593 4.5 4,526 3.69 - - - -
Southeast 007 4,824 -113 709 681 4.0 4,741 3.62 - - - -
Florida 006 259 -9 263 271 -2.9 32,725 3.54 - - - -
Mideast 3/ 033 10,658 1,121 1,338 1,166 14.8 4,050 3.76 8.75 3.05 5.70 332
Upper Midwest 2/ 3/ 030 15,331 -6,477 1,726 2,261 -23.7 3,631 3.77 8.72 3.03 5.69 335
Central 2/ 3/ 032 11,530 1,133 1,543 1,319 17.0 4,318 3.75 8.77 3.06 5.71 330
Southwest 2/ 3/ 126 795 -227 683 821 -16.8 27,704 3.63 8.76 3.06 5.70 380
Arizona-Las Vegas 131 118 -3 269 287 -6.3 73,406 3.60
Western 3/ 135 749 -2 300 367 -18.2 12,929 3.66 8.78 3.06 5.72 -
Pacific Northwest 3/ 124 1,102 32 541 594 -9.0 15,832 3.68 8.73 3.03 5.70 -
[All Markets Combined 4/ 67,164 -4,577 10,148 10,542 -3.7 4,874 3.72 8.74 3.04 5.70 344

1/ Figures for components other than butterfat are available only for those orders with the component pricing system 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.




