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ABSTRACT

Cg:longstanding public interest in the economics of the dairy industry has

fostered major research efforts on the local, State, regional, and national
levels. Due to the large numbers of publications stemming from the above
research efforts, several bibliographies covering the literature have appeared.
This bibliography builds on those previous undertakings, but primarily deals
with studies concerning public policy issues of the seventies and early
eighties. One central topic of research in this area has been the high level
of government intervention in the production and distribution of milk and milk
products.

Keywords: Dairy industry, price support, marketing, marketing orders.
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Publications with |
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Suzanne L. Dash
Judith Sommer

INTRODUCTION

A longstanding public interest in the economics of the dairy industry has
fostered major research efforts on the local, State, regional, and national
levels. One central topic of research in the dairy area has been the high
level of government intervention in the production and distribution of milk
and milk products. Especially since 1970, research has looked into the costs
of dairy programs on society, the effects of dairy company mergers, and effects
of alternative public programs. Due to the large numbers of publications
stemming from the above research efforts, several bibliographies covering the
literature have appeared. This bibliography builds on those previous under-
takings, but primarily deals with studies concerning public policy issues of

the seventies and early eighties.

Previous bibliographies that may be useful to the reader include one of the
earliest bibliographies found in the literature, a list of references relating
to milk marketing published by the Giannini Foundation of Agricultural
Economics at the University of California in 1936 (see citations on page 2).
Two updates, focusing on milk pricing under regulation followed in 1954 and
1965.

Others would include Wolf's annotated bibliography on costs, margins, and.
efficiency in marketing dairy products and a companion piece comprised of
published work on other aspects of milk marketing by Manchester.

The most extensive bibliography found in the literature was compiled by Spencer
and Blanford in 1973. References covering 1840 through 1970 are listed in
chronological order and are categorized by subject matter.

This report was prepared as a contributing study to USDA's review of Federal
dairy programs.1 The assistance of Richard G. Heifner and the other members
of the dairy study team is greatly appreciated. In addition, the authors
would like to express their thanks to all of the universities responding to
the study team's request for a list of recent publications related to dairy
programs. ' :

I u.s. Department of Agriculture, Economic Research Service. Review of
Existing and Alternative Federal Dairy Programs. Staff Report No.
AGES840121, Jan. 1984.
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