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USD A Extenps Comment Periop For

AnimaLlpenTiFicaTiON STRATECIC PLAN

The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service is extending the comment period on a notice seeking public comment
about the national animal identification system (NAIS).

A comprehensive description of NAIS system standards will be determined
over time through field trials, user experience and the federal rulemaking
process. However, the draft documents currently available lay out in more
detail projected timelines and potential avenues to achieve system milestones.
For example, the draft documents propose requiring stakeholders to identify
premises and animals according to NAIS standards by January 2008.
Requiring full recording of defined animal movements is proposed by

January 2009.

Originally published in the Federal Register on May 6, the notice of availability
about these documents acknowledges the outstanding concerns of some
stakeholders and frames questions for which USDA will be seeking answers as
it moves forward with the NAIS. These questions pertain to funding for the
system, confidentiality of data in the system and flexibility of the system, among
other things.

Notice of the comment period extension was published in the May 20 Federal
Register. Consideration will be given to comments received on or before
July 6, 2005. Send an original and three copies of postal or commercial
delivery comments to Docket No. 05-015-1, Regulatory Analysis and
Development, PPD, APHIS, Station 3C71, 4700 River Road, Unit 118,
Riverdale, MD 20737-1238. If you wish to submit a comment using the
Internet, an easy link to the NAIS docket and comment form is available on the
NAIS home page at http://www.usda.gov/nais.

Once USDA receives feedback on the documents, it will follow the normal
rulemaking process before any aspects of the NAIS become mandatory. The
public will have the opportunity to submit additional comments on any
proposed regulations. Comments are posted on the EDOCKET Web site and
may also be viewed at USDA, Room 1141 South Building, 14th St. and
Independence Ave., SW, Washington, D.C., between 8 a.m. and 4:30 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, excluding holidays. To facilitate entry into the comment
reading room, please call (202) 690-2817. R
(See additional information on pages 7-8)-%=




PropbucTtion, Prices, QuoTta Transrers, ALFALFA

May Milk Production

Milk production in California for May 2005 totaled 3.28
billion pounds, up 4.6 percent from May 2004 . USDA's
estimate for U.S milk production for May 2005 in the 23
major dairy states is 14.2 billion pounds, up 4.4 percent
from May 2004. Production per cow in the 23 major
states averaged 1,754 pounds for May, 62 pounds more
than May 2004. »g-
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Minimum Class Prices

Statewide average hundredweight prices

Class May June July

1 $16.51 $14.89 $15.32
2 $13.25 $12.78 $12.78
3 $13.08 $12.61 $12.61
4a $11.72 N/A N/A
4b $13.39 N/A N/A

Federal Order and California
Minimum Class 1 Prices

Average Hundredweight Prices

Regions May June July

Phoenix, Arizona $17.15 $1597 $16.24
Southern California $16.65 $15.03 $15.46
Portland, Oregon $16.70 $1552 $15.79
Northern California $16.38 $14.75 $15.19

Boston (Northeast)] $18.05 $16.87 $17.14

Quota Jransfer Summary

For May 2005, seven dairy producers transferred 4,782
pounds of SNF quota. May quota sales averaged $488
per pound of SNF (without cows), average ratio of
2.44. For June 2005, four dairy producers transferred
3,412 pounds of SNF quota. June quota sales
averaged $472 per poqu of SNF (without cows),
average ratio of 2.49. -33‘5—

Alfalia Update: gune

Northern California: Supreme and Premium alfalfa was
steady, with good demand and light supplies. Fair and
Good alfalfa was steady with moderate demand and
moderate to heavy supplies. Retail and Stable hay was
steady with moderate supplies. Hay production was
interrupted during the month with rain, but the end of
the month look better for hay production weather.

Southern California: Premium and Supreme alfalfa not
tested. Fair and Good alfalfa was steady with moderate
to heavy supplies. Retail and stable hay was steady with
moderate demand and supplies - some producers
starting to fill barns. Weather started warming up and
returning to normal hot summer temperatures.
Exporters busy with buying Sudan hay. g:?"g

Supreme Hay Prices

Statewide average prices per ton

Area 6/3 6/10 6/17  6/24
Petaluma N/A N/A N/A N/A
North Valley' $187-205 $185-210  $190  $190-215
South Valley? $199-208 $200-210 $185-211 $200-210
Chino Valley  $190-195  N/A N/A N/A

'North Valley is Escalon, Modesto and Turlock areas.
’? South Valley is Tulare, Visalia and Hanford areas.

Allalta Hay Sales/Delivery

May June
Tons Sold' 175,387 274,606
Tons Delivered? 113,251 104,430

"For current or future delivery.
2Contracted or current sales.

Alfalfa hay sales, deliveries and Supreme quality prices per ton,
delivered to dairies, as reported by the USDA Market News Service,
Moses Lake, WA, (509) 765-3611, http://www.ams.usda.gov/
marketnews.htm
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West Nile Virus Case
Reported in California

The first positive equine case of West Nile Virus
(WNV) in California in 2005 has been reported in
Plumas County. The horse, which is recovering, is a
3-year-old quarter horse mare. The case was
confirmed about a month earlier than the first case
of 2004.

WNV is a mosquito-borne virus that was first
detected in the United States in 1999 in the New
York City area. It may cause a wide range of clinical
illnesses from mild, “flu-like” symptoms to
encephalitis (inflammation of the brain) that may be
fatal to both humans and horses. While horses are
susceptible to WNV, many horses infected with the
disease will not develop any illness and will recover
uneventfully. Currently, there is no specific treatment
for WNV.

California became the focus for West Nile Virus in
2004 with 540 confirmed clinical equine cases. Over
40 percent of clinically affected horses died or were
euthanized. In 2004, WNV was detected in all
California counties. The Centers for Disease Control
has predicted that California will again be the
epicenter for WNV in 2005.

Signs of West Nile Virus in horses include
stumbling, staggering, loss of coordination, muscle
twitching, circling, and inability to stand. Birds serve
as the primary reservoir for harboring the disease.
Mosquitoes transmit the disease to humans and
horses after feeding on infected birds. Once
infected, horses do not spread the disease to other
humans or horses.

The California Department of Food and Agriculture
is urging horse owners to consult their veterinarian
to ensure each horse is current on West Nile Virus
vaccinations. It is also important to practice
mosquito control methods to aid in reducing
mosquito-breeding sites.

For more information on West Nile Virus in horses,

call the Equine West Nile information line 1-800-

268-7378 or email WNVirus@cdfa.ca.gov or visit

http://www.cdfa.ca.gov/ahfss/ah/wnv_info.htm. “%}025“
¥

Department Announces
Class 1 Hearing Decision

On May 3 and 6, 2005, the Department held two
public hearings to consider amendments to the
Northern and Southern California Stabilization and
Marketing Plans for Market Milk. The amendments
under consideration regarded changes to the Class 1
pricing formula.

Having carefully weighed the contents of the hearing
records, the Department has decided to:

» Leave unchanged the current +0.464
Commodity Reference Price adjuster of the
Class 1 formula.

» Leave unchanged the current $0.27 per
hundredweight Class 1 price differential
between the Northern and Southern Marketing
areas.

» Leave unchanged the structure and operation
of the current Class 1 formula.

Copies of the Hearing Determinations and a more
detailed explanation of the Department’s decision

may be obtained from the Dairy Marketing Branch
website at www.cdfa.ca.gov/dairy. From this page,
click on [Announcements, Hearings and Statutes]

and then on the [Dairy Hearings Matrix] link.

Should you have any questions or desire further
information please contact Kelly Krug at (916)
445-5055.

Media contacts and publication staff are asked to
contact the Department’'s Public Affairs Office by
e-mail at officeofpublicaffairs@cdfa.ca.gov or by
phone at (916) 654-0462%}.%
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Maine milk fee enacted

Bangor Daily News (Maine) ... June 8, 2005

Broad bipartisan support allowed enactment of the
Maine milk-handling fee, an innovative program that
provides a safety net for Maine’s dairy industry.
Maine’s proposal would assess a fee or tax on
Maine vendors, not consumers, of about 5 cents per
gallon of milk when the price paid to farmers drops
below the federal level of $16 per hundredweight.
The fee proposal could generate about $4 million

1
ayear. “g-
)
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National Dairy Situation and
Outlook — USDA Estimates

Milk Production and Cow Numbers

Monthly: Compared to 2004, USDA estimates that
overall milk production across the U.S. was up 4.1%
in May, led by Idaho’s 10.8% growth in milk production
(on 30,000 more cows and 70 more pounds per cow).
California’s estimated production was up 4.5% (on
35,000 more cows and 45 more pounds per cow).
Among the western states, Arizona was up 4.9%; New
Mexico up 2.5%; and Washington up 3.8%. None of
the top 10 states reported a production decrease.

Quarterly: For the first quarter of 2005 compared to
the fourth quarter of 2004, U.S. milk cow numbers
were down 0.3% at 8.995 million, production per cow
was up 3.2%; the net effect was a 2.9% increase in
milk production to 43.2 billion pounds. USDA projects
that for the second quarter of 2005 compared to the
first quarter of 2005, U.S. milk cow numbers will
increase 20,000 cows to 9.015 million cows,
production per cow will be up 3.7%; the net effect
would be a 3.9% increase in milk production to 44.9
billion pounds.

Milk Prices

Comparing the first quarter of 2005 to the fourth
guarter of 2004, U.S. average milk prices were down
$0.30/cwt. to $15.67/cwt. USDA projects that for the
second quarter of 2005, U.S. average milk prices will
be down $0.70-$1.20/cwt. compared to the first
quarter; including a $0.15-$0.40 decrease/cwt. Class
4b price change and a $0.10-$0.50 decrease/cwit.
Class 4a price change.

Utility Cow Prices

Comparing the fourth quarter of 2004 to the first
guarter of 2005, average U.S. utility cow prices were
up $3.50/cwt. to a national average of $54.18/cwt.
USDA projects that utility cow prices will average
$60-61 in the second quarter of 2005.

Information from the USDA-NASS publication “Milk
Production” and the USDA-ERS publication:
“Livestock, Dairy, and Poultry Outlook.” ,gg;:,,
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Next Round of CWT Will Focus On
Herd Removals and Exports

After reviewing extensive feedback from hundreds of dairy
farmers about the future of Cooperatives Working
Together (CWT), the committee overseeing the two-year
old program voted to stay the course and remain focused
on both reducing cow numbers, and boosting exports of
manufactured dairy products. CWT'’s funding will remain
at the current 5 cents per hundredweight level in its third
term, which will run from July 2005 through December
2006. In the past two years, CWT has removed
approximately 1.7 billion pounds of milk through a
combination of two herd retirement programs, periodic
exports of cheese, and a reduced milk production
program.

During a strategic planning process conducted earlier this
year at the request of CWT’s members, a variety of
stakeholders, including both farmers and cooperative
staff, provided input on the future direction of the historic
self-help program, which is designed to improve milk
prices paid to dairy farmers.

After considering the many comments provided during the
planning process, the CWT committee, comprised of
member representatives, agreed that both the herd
retirement program and the export assistance program
should be maintained, with CWT’s funds primarily devoted
to the retirement program. The committee also endorsed
minor alterations in the eligibility requirements for bidders
in the herd retirement program to maintain its integrity.

While some stakeholders expressed an interest in using
the herd retirement program to remove cows infected with
Johne’s disease — or to remove heifers as well as milk
cows — both proposals lacked widespread support and will
not be future features of CWT.

Similarly, while consideration was given to expanding the
export assistance program to include a wider variety of
cheeses other than cheddar, as well as milk powder, the
CWT committee ultimately decided to maintain the
program’s existing focus on cheddar cheese and butter
exports, with target prices for those products of $1.40 per
pound and $1.30/Ib., respectively.

“Our emphasis now will be on expanding our membership
base of 71% of the nation’s milk supply, and on preparing
for future herd retirement efforts and additional exports,”
said Jerry Kozak, President and CEO of NMPF, which
manages CWT’s operations. “We heard over and over
again that we can't rest on our laurels, and that we have
to remain flexible and responsive to market conditions.

. . . . . AU,
Those will remain our key strategies in our third year.” ':;;%‘:
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USDA Announces BSE Test Results and
New BSE Confirmatory Testing Protocol

Agriculture Secretary Mike Johanns announced that
the U.S. Department of Agriculture received final
test results from The Veterinary Laboratories
Agency in Weybridge, England, confirming that a
sample from an animal that was blocked from the
food supply in November 2004 has tested positive
for bovine spongiform encephalopathy (BSE).
Johanns also directed USDA scientists to work with
international experts to thoughtfully develop a new
protocol that includes performing dual confirmatory
tests in the event of another “inconclusive” BSE
screening test. Effective immediately, if another BSE
rapid screening test results in inconclusive findings,
USDA will run both an IHC and Western blot
confirmatory test. If results from either confirmatory
test are positive, the sample will be considered
positive for BSE.

“We are currently testing nearly 1,000 animals per
day as part of our BSE enhanced surveillance
program, more than 388,000 total tests, and this is
the first confirmed case resulting from our
surveillance,” Johanns said. “I am encouraged that
our interlocking safeguards are working exactly as
intended. This animal was blocked from entering the
food supply because of the firewalls we have in
place. Americans have every reason to continue to
be confident in the safety of our beef. By adding the
second confirmatory test, we boost that confidence
and bring our testing in line with the evolving
worldwide trend to use both IHC and Western blot
together as confirmatory tests for BSE.”

USDA has initiated an epidemiological investigation
to determine the animal’s herd of origin. That
investigation is not yet complete. The animal was
born before the United States instituted a ruminant-
to-ruminant feed ban in August 1997, which
prevents the use of most mammalian protein in
cattle feed. According to internationally accepted
research, feed containing meat-and-bone meal is
the primary way BSE is transferred to the cattle
population. The animal was selected for testing
because, as a non-ambulatory animal, it was
considered to be at higher risk for BSE. An initial
screening test on the animal in November 2004 was
inconclusive, triggering USDA to conduct the
internationally accepted confirmatory IHC tests.
Those test results were negative. Earlier this month,
USDA's Office of the Inspector General
recommended further testing of the seven-month-
old sample using another internationally recognized
confirmatory test, the Western blot. Unlike the IHC,

the Western blot was reactive, prompting USDA to
send samples from the animal to the Weybridge
laboratory for further analysis.

The laboratory in Weybridge, England, is recognized
by the World Animal Health Organization, or OIE, as a
world reference laboratory for BSE. Weybridge officials
this week conducted a combination of rapid, IHC and
Western blot testing on tissue samples from the animal
in question. At the same time these diagnostic tests
were being run by Weybridge, USDA conducted its own
additional tests.

As a non-ambulatory, or “downer” animal, the cow was
prohibited from entering the human food supply, under
an interim final rule in effect since January 2004.
Research has shown that BSE is most likely to be
found in older non-ambulatory cattle, animals showing
signs of central nervous system disorders, injured or
emaciated animals, and cattle that have died for
unexplained reasons. USDA’s testing program targets
these groups of animals for testing.

The system of human health protections includes the
USDA ban on specified risk materials, or SRM’s, from
the food supply. SRM'’s are most likely to contain the
BSE agent if it is present in an animal. Additional
measures, such as a longstanding ban on importing
cattle and beef products from high-risk countries, a
ruminant-to-ruminant feed ban, U.S. slaughter
practices, and aggressive surveillance provide a series
of interlocking safeguards to protect U.S. consumers
and animal health.

USDA remains committed to protecting both U.S.
consumers and U.S. livestock from BSE, and to that
end continues efforts to detect the disease through its
enhanced BSE surveillance program. Once sufficient
data from the surveillance program has been
accumulated, USDA will consult with outside experts to
analyze it and determine whether any changes to
existing risk management measures are necessary.

This confirmed case of BSE in no way impacts the
safety of our nation’s food supply. As the
epidemiological investigation progresses, USDA will
continue to communic%te findings in a timely and
transparent manner. :‘;: nf:}’:
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Milk Stabilization
Assessments Discontinued

The California Food and Agricultural Code
authorizes the Secretary of Food and Agriculture
to establish a maximum total assessment of two
and four-tenths cents ($0.024) per
hundredweight of market milk sold in
commercial trade channels to fund the
operations of the Dairy Marketing Branch. The
current rate of assessment is one and five-
tenths cents ($0.015) per hundredweight, two
thirds of which is assessed to producers of
market milk and one-third to handlers of market
milk.

Due to adequate cash reserves, the Milk
Stabilization assessments will be suspended,
effective for milk produced beginning July 1,
2005, until such time as the program’s cash
balance is drawn down to a two or three month
reserve (at this time estimated to be suspended
through November 30, 2005).%%%

Market, News, Weather (DTN)
Available on Dairy
Marketing Website

DTN Dairy is a source of comprehensive dairy-specific
market, weather, and news information. This site
provides a complete package of market analysis and
commentary, real-time quotes, milk production
information, highly localized weather and industry news
24 hours a day. DTN also includes exclusive updates
from the Chicago Mercantile Exchange dairy traders
daily. It also provides easy access to local and
regional pricing information for distillers grain, soybean
meal and cottonseed, as well as a complete database
of current bid prices in relation to the producer’s
operation. The site also provides advice and analysis
on current and historic fuel and fertilizer data.

The Dairy Marketing Branch website at
www.cdfa.ca.gov/dairy has a link featuring “Markets,
Weather, and News” where you can access the DTN
information site. Simply go to the left side of the branch
website home page and click on “Markets, Weather,
and News (DTN)” i}ég

2005-2006 DAIRY COUNCIL
ASSESSMENT RATES
ESTABLISHED

The Dairy Council of California has recommended and
the Department of Food and Agriculture has approved
assessment rates for the Council’s 2005-2006 fiscal
year (July 1, 2005, through June 30, 2006). The rates
are presented below. The Dairy Council uses the
funds generated from these assessments to carry out
its mission of stimulating demand for milk by
demonstrating the role of dairy products as essential
elements in a healthy diet.

The Dairy Council Law mandates a two-tier
assessment structure; an assessment for milk used in
Class 1 milk products and a lower assessment for milk
used in all other classes of milk products. The law
states that the assessment rate for Class 1 milk shall
not exceed two cents ($.02) per hundredweight and the
assessment rate for all other usages of milk shall not
exceed eight mills ($0.008) per hundredweight. In
addition, the law stipulates that the relationship
between the fees established for Class 1 milk versus
milk for all other usages shall be at a ratio of 2.5 to 1.

The 2005-2006 Dairy Council assessment rates are
applicable to both milk producers and milk
handlers and are as follows:

* The Class 1 milk assessment rate is one and fifty
hundredths cents ($0.015) per hundredweight.

* The assessment rate for all other usages of milk is
sixty-hundredths cents ($0.006) per hundredweight.

Both of the above rates are the same as last year’s
assessment. As in the past, handlers will continue to

be responsible for remitting both the handler and
producer assessments to the Department. Handlers
shall pay the handler assessments for milk utilized in
the plant of the handler. The producer assessments
shall be collected by the first handler of milk produced
in California by deducting any such assessments from
any payment due the producer of such milk.

Please call Dennis Manderfield of the CDFA Marketing
Branch at (916) 341-6005 if you have any questions
about these assessment rates. If you have questions
regarding the activities of the Dairy Council, please call
Ms. Peggy Biltz, CEO of the Dairy Council, at (916)
263-3560.-%39%
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cdfa

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF
FOOD & AGRICULTURE

USDA United States Departmant of Agricutlure
‘?"‘" Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service

Animal Identlflcatlon Update June 2005

NATIONAL ANIMAL
IDENTIFICATION SYSTEM

The United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) has published two documents that are precursor
to rulemaking for mandatory premises and animal identification, and animal movement tracking.
These documents contain USDA’s Strategic Plan and Program Standards.

You may obtain the documents and submit comments at www.usda.gov/nais
Submit comments to USDA by July 6, 2005

BACKGROUND

The USDA in partnership with states, tribal nations,
and the private sector continues development of an
initiative to identify animals and track their movements
as they enter commerce. The program, National
Animal Identification System (NAIS) is being
developed to quickly and effectlvely control animal
diseases of concern. -

Currently, species
working groups
comprised of industry and
government
representatives are
developing plans for :
cattle, sheep, goats, bison, swine, poultry, horses,
deer, elk, llamas, alpacas, and other animals.

The main components of NAIS are:

- Registration of properties (premises identification)
involved in animal agriculture

- Unique animal identification or groups/lots involved
in commerce

- Tracking animal movements between premises

Currently the program is voluntary, but USDA has
announced mandatory premises and animal
identification by January 2008 and mandatory animal
movement reporting by January 2009.

PREMISES IDENTIFICATION

Earlier this year, USDA
certified the California
Department of Food and
Agriculture’s (CDFA) premises
identification system to issue
national Premises Identification [

Numbers (PIN). To date, close £ =

to 500 livestock producers have requested a PIN and
over 600 have been issued as part of avian health
surveillance programs. Nationwide, 47 states and five
tribal nations, have issued over 80,000 PINs. The
USDA expects the remaining three states to start
issuing numbers by July 2005.

Seven character unigue identifier
associated with a LOCATION

Example: ABC123K

PIN =

Obtain a Premises Identification Number at:
www.californiaid.org

ANIMAL IDENTIFICATION

The USDA has amended regulations to recognize the
15-digit Animal Identification Number (AIN) and the
13-character Group-Lot Identification Number (GIN)
for use in official programs. In August 2005, they will
start distributing these numbers (also referred as 840
numbers) to approved tag manufacturers. Other
official numbering systems, such as those being used
in the Scrapie and Brucellosis programs, can still be
used, but eventually will be
phased-out and transitioned to
the AIN numbering system.

The cattle species-working
group has recommended
visible Electronic Identification
(EID) as the preferred method for identifying cattle.
This group further suggested compliant tamper-proof
Radio Frequency Identification (RFID) ear tags for
cattle. While brands will supplement cattle
identification, they are only used in 17 states. Other
species working groups have suggested the possible
use of other types of identification such as non-visible
EID for horses and GIN for poultry.
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Animal Identification Update - June 2005

information is not feasible.
Fifteen digit unique identifier However, service providers already

AIN = associated with an ANIMAL working with producers will have an
R opportunity to make this service

S g e 2 available to their clients. Additional
Thirteen character identifier infrastructure will be needed for
GIN = associated with a group/lot of ANIMALS livestock producers not working with
Example ABC123K010107 service providers.

Storage - Whether the information is reported to
USDA, the states, or a private sector managed
system(s), it will need to be consistent across species.
Devastating diseases such as Foot and Mouth
Disease (FMD) affect not only cattle but also other
animals such as sheep, swine, goats, alpacas, llamas,

ANIMAL MOVEMENT TRACKING

Perhaps the more complex aspect of the program
consists of four major elements:

- Collection of animal deer and buffalo.
identification and movement
information by producers, Retrieval — To quickly and effectively control foreign
markets, etc. animal diseases such as FMD or domestic diseases

. _ such as Brucellosis, Pseudorabies, or Tuberculosis,

- Reporting of animal federal and state animal health officials must have
identification and movement continuous access to the information. Additionally, a
information by producers, common interface to view information from all animals
markets, etc. involved in the program is essential to control

diseases that affect multiple species.

- Storage of animal identificaton Y
and movement information Several USDA funded pilot projects across the nation

are exploring different avenues to accomplish these

- Retrieval of animal identification and movement tasks. CDFA is working with over 40 producers
information by federal and state animal health (dairies, calf growers, feedyards, saleyards, packers)
officials in Arizona, Oregon, and Texas to identify

approximately 50,000 cattle with EID and track their

The USDA’s Program Standards document outlines movements for a year. To date, about 5,000 animals

the reporting of four pieces of information: premises have been identified in the project.

identification number, animal or group/lot identification

number, movement date, and event type (move in, Although many questions remain unanswered, it is

move out, lost tag, animal died, etc). imperative to continue NAIS development to ensure

the health of animals or people is not compromised

Collection — To facilitate compliance, collection of and animal agriculture continue to be a viable sector

information will need to be at the “speed of of the economy.

commerce”. Furthermore, it is critical that producers
can incorporate information in their production

management system if they so desire. FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:
Implementation will be different not only across USDA and CDFA Animal Health Branch Offices
species but also across operations within species. For Premises & Animal Identification 916-657-4789
instance, a 100,000 cattle feedyard will most likely i ,
implement a solution different than at a 25 head cow- Sdcramentai{Mainiomce) e any
calf Operation. Modesto 209-491-9350
Ontario 909-947-4462
Reporting - The current Program Standards calls for Redding 530-225-2140
reporting animal movements within 24 hours, which ST 559-685-3500
will be challenging in remote areas, where technology USDA Vet Services - Area Office  916-857-6170

is not available, or when immediate collection of

For more www.cdfa.ca.gov/pais
information .
visit: www.usda.gov/nais
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May Milk Production in the Jop 23 States
(% Change from 2004)
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For the U.S. overall, comparing May 2005 to May 2004:
* Milk production during May was up 4.1%
* The number of cows on farms was 9.040 million head, up 50,000 head
* Production per cow averaged 1,729 pounds, 59 pounds more than May 2004
* Nineteen of the top twent-three milk producing states showed an increase in milk production
As reported by USDA
and CDFA (for California)

Milk Production Cost Comparison Summary for California '
By Month, January 2004-December 2005

North North South Southern Statewide
Month Coast Valley Valley California Weighted Average
2004 | 2005 2004 | 2005 2004 | 2005 2004 | 2005 2004 2005
Dollars per Hundredweight

January 15.45 15.33 13.82 13.37 12.19 13.14 12.82 13.82 12.98 13.36

February 15.81 15.55 13.61 13.72 12.47 13.50 12.96 13.93 13.06 13.69

March 14.37 14.86 13.16 12.99 12.24 12.70 13.08 13.16 12.77 12.92
April 13.77 13.27 12.50 13.07 12.91
May 13.44 13.23 12.76 13.35 13.04
June 13.70 13.45 13.09 13.63 13.32
July 13.66 13.03 12.83 13.41 13.01
August 14.16 13.00 12.82 13.48 13.03
September 14.33 13.44 13.11 13.56 13.34
October 14.22 13.43 13.08 13.38 13.29
November 15.25 13.91 13.43 14.17 13.77
December 15.17 13.71 13.26 13.96 13.59

1/ Cost Comparison Summary data includes an allowance for management and a return on investment.
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California Department of Food and Agriculture
A.G. Kawamura, Secretary

Dairy Marketing Branch
1220 N Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

The California Department of Food and
Agriculture Dairy Marketing Branch

publishes the California Dairy Review
monthly . Please direct any comments or
subscription requests to Karen Dapper at
(916) 341-5988 or send an email to
dairy@cdfa.ca.gov

Milk Pricing Information:
Within California 1-800-503-3490
Outside California 1-916-442-MILK

Dairy Marketing Branch:
Phone (916) 341-5988; Fax (916) 341-664
Website: www.cdfa.ca.gov/dairy In accordance with the California Government Code and ADA requirements, this publication can

il i be made available in an alternative format by contacting Karen Dapper at (916) 341-5988, by
Smellk celipigieeliaseaigey email at dairy@cdfa.ca.gov, or contacting TDD 1-800-735-0193.
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