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Keep Lancaster County Farming for Generations to Come-A letter from I

In public forums held in every corner

of Lancaster County, diverse clusters of

residents have spoken out thoughtfully

ancl passionately about the future of local

agriculture. From housewives to farmers,

from businessmen to schoolteachers, they

cmphatically said farming and agriculture btlsiness not

only must remain a keystonc of Lancaster Cotlnty's

economy, but it must be strengthcned. And they want

government at all levels to help it remain robnst'

These forums werc one result of action taken by

the Lancaster County Board of Commissioners While

recognizing the critical impogtance of agriculture

to the local economy and overall quality of life, the

commissioners are increasingly concerned about loss

of farmland ancl the health of local agriculture In

the spring of 2005, the boarcl created a Rlue Ribbon

Commission to frncl creative ancl innovative icleas to

"Keep Lancaster County Farming" 
" 

.,:y'
This clocument is the Blue Ribbon Commission's

report on its trnclings. It is with great enthusiasm that

the Commission invites yott to stlldy and use the

recommendations contained within. Whatcver you 
'

expect, you will find some surprises' Local citizens are

f'ertile with ideas about what Lancaster Collnty must

do to preserve its farmland heritage and agricultttre

ec()nomy.

The citizens who streamed into the forums did not

need to be tolcl that farmland is being consumed at

an alarming rate by housing clevclopments, strip malls

ancl immense retail chain stores. Suburban sprawl is

a daily factor in their lives. They made clear that they

do not oppose growth and progress, but they wirnt

boundaries.

Beyond rec<lntmendations ftlr action, this report

reviews the signilicant role of agriculture both in

l-ancaster County history ancl in the pfese nt-clay

economy.

location and, originally, the similarities
LanCaster eounty to the conntries from which they were

citizens have spoken. emigrating. Today this unique agrarian
-rhey 

need to be heritage is thriving with tens of thousands

hear-d. of farm and ag-business families still

working the rich soils and maintaining the

value that brought their ancestors here

Our forebears had a marvelous work ethic which

has been passed down through generations. This

willingness to work hard, combined with abundant

natural resources, created an agricultural foundation for

a prospcroLls, cliverse cconomy. It is this mix of business,

industry ancl agriculture which makes Lancaster County

unrqtle

Unfortunately, this very mix also makes it

increasingly challenging for agriculture to prosper and

for the counfy to preserve its rich agrictlltttral traditions

At ()ne encl of the ec<lnomic pipeline, farmers are

ctrltiv:rting thousands of acres of the most productive

non-irrigated soils in thc nation.At the pipeline's other

encl, clevelopers see these tlpen lands, pild climate and

proximity to major urban markets as opportunity that is

diflicult to resist.

In its effort to ensure that agriculturc has a strong

future, the Blue Ribbon Commission sought ideas from

the entire Lancaster County community. Residents

responded not only in the 18 "listening sessions," but

also by phone, email and in writing.They identified the

challengcs and suggestetl solutions. From the thousands

of thoughtftll ideas,the Blue Ribbon Commissionranked

those concepts which tlffered the most definitive ways

for Lancaster County agriculture to prosper'

It rvas macle overwhelmingly clear that there is broad

support fbr retaining a way of life that is threatened by

development.

. 'We 
heard person after person say that Lancaster

Cotrnty's culture, prcclicated to a great extent on the

wholesonteness of agriculture and farm life, must not

Agriculture has bcen a valuable part of I-ancaster be clestroyed'

Cotmty's heritagc since the lirst European settlers .'We hearcl pleas for government to help maintain a

decicled to builcl their ftrture in this area They clme "critical mass" of larms and farm-sttpp<lrt businesses

seeking freedom fiom persectttitln ancl stayecl because to s'stain that agrirrian heritage

of the agreeable climate, the rich soils, the ideal



ilue Ribbon Leadership Team

. We heard that the agricultural communiry its work
ethic and the contribution it makes to qualiry of
life herc cannot be replaced or duplicated by other
industrics.

. We heard that the diversity of I.ancaster County's
agriculture is unique and deserving of support. Large
and small farms, crop and livestock procluction, truck
and buggy agribusiness mlrst not be allowed t<t
perish, nor the infrastructure built upon that diversify
be permitted, by neglect, to weakcn.

. 'We 
l-re ard, repeatedly, that land in agriculture is as fully

"developcd" as land that is devotccl to mantfacturing,
retail or residential use. Prctty as it is, a farming
landscape represents a family's business,irot a hobby.

. We hearcl that whatever is possible must be clone
t() enc()uruge development in cxisting towns and
the city, thus promoting their best trse as centers fbr
c()mmerce, education, law, g()vernment, entertainment,
culture ancl retailing

. We hcard emphatically that wc stancl at the crossroads
<-rf our firture, and that the time firr decision is now.

It is our hope that the recommendations ancl
backgror.rncl in this report will serve as a blueprint for
action by government, business, civic and farm leaders.

The process of gathe ring and relining the
recommenclations was of short duration. f<rcused ancl
intense It was a privilege to serve as lcaders for this
grollp of cleclicatecl individuals who implemented their
rolcs ancl rcsponsibilities with vigor.

'Ihcse recommenclations range fiom short-term to
far-reaching.They offer a plan to nurture an agricultural
economy that is indispensable, and tl-rat will "Keep
Lancaster Oorrnty Farming" for generations to come.
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The Blue Ribbon Commission - Whv?

Lancaster County's strong agricultural heritage
is being threatened. For nearly 100 years the
stewards of this land have increased its natural
fertiliry by nurturing, conserving and improving the
outstanding Class I, II and III soils. This uniquely
fertile land, combined with a temperate climate and
a rolling topography perfectly suited for farming,
have contributed to Lancaster County's national
reputation as "The Garden Spot."

Unfortunately, the factors which make it the
most productiye nonirrigated collnty in the United
States also make it the perfect place for residential,
commercial and industrial growth.The result is an
irreplaceable agriculture under siege.

The economic contribution of agribusiness to
the county and nation cannot be overstated:

r Agriculture is responsible for creating one in live
iobs here .

o The diverse products that leave the farms bring in
at least $4 billion per year.

r Local farms generate $ 1,938 in sales per acre.That
far outclistances the national average of $214.

o Lancaster County dairy farms rank ninlh nadonally
in productivity.

o Lancaster County ranks sixth nationally in poultry
and egg production.

Lancaster CounW WATER Facts
The overoge 85 ocre farm with 60 cows per yeor:

" Farmland collects 34 million gallons of ground
water from rain

o Cows & family use I million gallons of water

RESULT Nearly 33 mill ion gallons of ground
water contributed

If 300 houses ore built on this 85 acre form:
. The housing development collects at least

l/3 less ground water from rain

" 300 families use over | 6 million gallons of water

RESULTi 26 million fewer gallons of ground
water contributed

It is not difficult to recognize that the demise
of agriculture and its support system would have
severe economic rami{ications for all of Lancaster
County and beyond. One need only look at other
areas of Pennsylvania where important inclnstries
have withered to see the consequences: the ruin
of anthracite coal mining in the middle of the
twentieth century left many small communities

lancaster Counff FARM Facts
Number of  Farms . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  5 ,293

AverageFarmSize. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ; . . . . . . . .  TSAcres

Total Acres of Farmland ...... 4l | ,848

Total Acres of Preserved Farmland ............,62,000

Percent of Land in Farmland .........69

Value of Farmland Per Acre.........................$7,955

Sales Per Acre of Farmland .....$ I ,938

Cash Receipts of Crops.. $ | 5O Million

Cash Receipts of Livestock................. $758 Mill ion

TotalCash Receipts ..$gln Mill ion

Total Employment Value to County $l Billion

without an economic base for survival; the loss of
steel mills in the late l980's made an impact on
Pennsylvania and the nation that is felt today.

But the contribution of agriculture here extends
beyond the products it offers the marketplace, the
economic strength it gives to local communities
and the qualiry of life residents of Lancaster Counfy
enjoy. It is a vital part of keeping the planet healthy.
The county's approximate 600,000-acrs land mass
is part of the Chesapeake Bay watershed, and
'many 

of its ten sub-watersheds feed the essential
Susquehanna River. Half of the bay's fresh water
comes from the Susquehanna. Beyond that, the role
of farmland is crucial in recharging groundwater
supply, which is a lifeblood in Lancaster County
communities.

The message that Lancaster County's economic
health and well-being are intricately linked to its
productive farmland cannot be ignored. The Blue
Ribbon Commission for Agriculture in Lancaster
County was created as an important step in the
cooperative effort to Keep Lancaster County
Farming.

lancaster Countv FOOD Facts
EACH YEAR IANCASTER
FARMERS FEED:

| 1.9 mi l l ion peop1e.. . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . .e99s

10.2 mi l l ion peop|e.. . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . .  mi lk

3.3 mi l l ion people.. . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . .chicken
4.6 mi l l ion peop|e.. , . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . , . .pork

727,000 people ....... beef



culture's

When the first Europeans arrived in the
Conestoga and Pequea valleys, Native Americans
l:ad already discovered how well the land was
suited for growing food. Indigenous plants like
squash and sunflower were cultivated along with
varieties of maize and beans that originated in
CentralAmerica.

ln l7ll, Swiss Mennonites settled in what
is now Willow Street and were soon joined by
Germans, Scots-Irish, Quakers and others seeking to
avoid religious, political and economic troubles.As
in most of the NewVodd frontier, over 9O percent
of the immigrants became farmers.

Germans were the largest group in Southeast
Pennsylvania and they brought to the New World
a proud legacy of farming. Each early farmstead
was self-sufficient, providing near$ all the family
needs. Livestock was raised for hbme use, not for
selling. Wheat was the one cash crop. Other grains
included buckwheat, rye, badey, oats, spelt, clover,
corn, hay, flax, hemp and grass. Some flax and hemp

I

were marketed, but they were used primarily for
homespun family clothing.

When Lancaster's farms helped feed General
Vashington's troops atValley Forge,he praised the
subsistence farming which dominated Pennsylvania
agriculture at the time. "Her husbandry though
not perfect, is much better and her crops propor-
tionately greater" than elsewhere. (Leo Bressler)

Agriculture Becomes a Business
AsAmerican villages grew into towns and cities,

farmers adapted their production for new markets
created by the growing population. Crops and
livestock, raised primarily for sale, became dominant
on farmland.A cornucopia of farm products began
to flow from Lancaster County on Conestoga
wagons, the home-built ships of inland commerce.

In the mid-nineteenth centurv. a feeder beef
industry grew and
cattle were driven
to Lancaster on hoof
from as far west as

History & A Promising Future



stockyard to feed those animals'

Over the last half century, the fat cattle industry

only in history hog ancl cattle production remaln

substantial in Lancaster CounfY'

wool to theAmerican market'

'wefe.

A labor shortage caused by the Civil War

production systems'



| 987 1992 Adjusted
1997

In the early 1900's, America dis-
covered the nutritional benefits of
vitamins. Fresh fiuit and vegetables
became a more important part of the
American diet-and an important new
market for Lancaster County farmers. Its
proximity to population centers enabled
Lancaster to capitalize on the fresh
foods business Orchards and vegetables
fields sprang up around the county. But
progress in new packaging, advances
in canning and freezing, and large-
farm productivify in other areas again
challenged local farmers. As always, they
have proven equal to the task.

LancasterAgriculture Industry
Today

Today, Lancaster Counry agriculture is
a multi-billion-dollar powerhouse. Farm
production alone in 2OO3 totaled about
$890 million Add to that the value of
hundreds of ag-related support businesses
plus the paychecks for their thousands
of employees and it's clear that farming
is the economic heartbeat of Lancaster
County.

The ripples generated by our farm economy are
f'elt far beyond counfy and state boundaries.

Nationally, in crop production Lancaster is the
number one non-irrigated cottnry in the United
States. In poultry and egg procluction it ranks sixth
in the nation. In dairy cows and milk products it
is the ninth most generative county in the U.S.
Lancaster County farms bring in $ 1,938 in sales per
acre, far greater than the national average of $214
per acre. And Lancaster County ranks second in
the nation in the number of horses and ponies on
farms.

In Pennsylvania, the state agricultural report for
2OO3-2OO4lists Lancaster County as number one
in all important categories.:

. Field crop procluction. Lancaster's total was $ 1O8
million.In second spot wasYork Counry with $65
million

. Dairy farm production. Lancaster totaled $286
million Second was Franklin County with $118
million

. Livestock value. Lancaster County, $256 million.

Second.  Frankl in  County.  $ l ( )7 mi l l ion.

. Egg production. For Lancaster, $ I 19 million.
Berks Counry second, $41 million.

. Broiler poultry. Lancaster County, $94 million.
Second, Snyder county with $25 million.

In every category but one, Lancaster
County farms produced I more
than double the value of any other
Pennsylvania county.

Lancaster County also ranks
nationally in another often overlooked
category: direct farm-to-consumer sales.
Roadside stands, quaint but efficient,
are supported by local consumers
and an intense tourist trade. With
new pfograms urging urbanites to eat
ftesh, locally-grown foods, these stands
meet the needs of a health-conscious
populace ancl provide imPortant
income to farm families. Following
only some large California counties,
Lancaster today ranks seventh in
the nation for direct farm sales to
conslrmers.

Lancaster's proximity to growing

East Coast population centers means
unlimited potential fbr farm prodltcts.
'When 

the local farm economy
strengthens, s() does Lancaster
County's overall economy. SuPPort
industries like equipment dealers,

Source United Stotes Census of Agrtculture. I 982, I 987, I 992, I 997. 2002
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10 Percent more m:

Lancaster County Strives to Compete per cow than the rest

with its billion-dollar capaciry and unbroken Pennsylvania' and are or

years of financial ,t<l*'n' ii appears I t"t"t"t par with top farms in hi1

Counfy agriculture has settled into a perfect production states'

economic environment' That is not the case' The results sp(

our farm economy';;^lti; squeezed from top for themselves' In 20

and bottom. It is tinancially ,,rbrrrt now but if average sales per farm

current trends continue an ag business decline is Pennsylvaniawete$73'2

inevitable ' 
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,fro"tu"at of acres of farmland each year' 
net cash ..t"r" for Lancaster Counfy was $33'441'

Local farmers have a well-earned reputation-for ilil;;tt than double Pennsylvani^:11:::: :1
efficiency, ancl they need ir to compete I 

,:_13-: 
iii,tiil, ancl far exceeds the national average or

*^*.r. Xearty 8O% of U'S' farm production t"<111t-t 
$19,012'
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That is mofe than ,o"itri., the size 
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;;;;; both the state and nation in productivity per acre'

farms,which average only 78 acres. uo*..,,.,' 
", 

national farms become larger, that gap

The corporate-size farms are managCd by a tt t:::tt:

new senerntion o-u,-.,., often with ̂ ;;;Jl; , -l:',"'1:'i3;;t,i".ffT:ffi*-fii"T.:ilil:

HH'fi*:11*'*:m::U,ff:1"'trJl[llll?;31 , 
'.l':"::i:r"ded'to 'lhe Brue Ribbon'commission

ancl technotogy, which improve p-dr.;r;;;;;' call for iitut *t"gnized that our farms cannot be

recluce labor costs. Small procer, t-pr.-"-."* ttptt"Jio tt-"i" competitive without support

that return $10 per acre becom. signincan;;;; rror,' ttre .o.^"lry. Tlreir ideas merit attention

appliecl to 2,000-acre farms'The economies of scale and action'

enjoyed by large ru.m, tranrlate to lower product 
County Farmlancl Is Disappearing

;;i.;t from farmer to distributor' 
'

.. Farm acres in Lancaster County are

Lancaster County farmers are tt-Y"*:: air^plr.uring at a startling.rate' Farms are not being

to the chauenge. A growing 
""-l-t_l j::1 

"iurjr;a 
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first-rate universiries. They cooperate in *:lttjjl: 
efforis of agriculture pfeservation programs' Urb.an

experimenturiun *iih 
-og 

,.i..ttittt "io-:*:.t-t, ililffindaries anct ag protection zoning' the

extension ttrtttutio"'t" 'J-" bu'n''feedand market 
;;il;;""t; ttt" upptitd tt' lott of farmland'
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'.11fr;,*",'s an averalre ross or 101 rarms avear
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like Iclaho a,'O Ntw tvtexico are helping to change lrverages 1'416 acres peryear'

the business' One nadonal trend is toward larger



Not all of those acres were actively developed.
Some went into parkland, and some into passive
use such as conservation.And not all of the farms
that were lost were profitable and productive.
However, a study by the Lancaster C,ounty Planning
Commission verifies the continuing expansion of
development here . The report states:

"Between 1994 and 2OO2 an average of 1,233
acres were developed each year for residential and
non-residential use. This amounted to 3.4 acres per
day of new land development."

n  ' ' ' /  ,

rVhile land within Urban Growth Boundaries
is taking a strong share of that development,
the planners feport makes it clear that farmland
is being equally, if not more rapidly, consumed.
During those years, an avera;ge 498 acres per year
were developed within Urban and Village Growth
Areas. But 735 acres on average were built upon
beyond designated growth areas-often farmland.

Among the troubling aspects of Lancaster
County's development dilemma is that more than
sufficient land exists within Urban GrowthAreas to
accommodate new constfuction. County planners
identify more than 34,OOO acres of vacanr buildable
land in Urban Growth Areas. But without firm and
determined guidance from public officials, plus
commitment from farmers, developers contimle to
pave new areas of irreplaceable farmland.

Equally frustrating, when non-UGA land is
developed, it is expended as if the supply is
inexhaustible. Vhen housing is built inside Urban
Growth Areas, the average lot size is 0.2 acres.
Inside Village Growth Areas, the average lot is 0.7
acres. But outside those zones, houses are built on
an ave.rage lot of 1.3 acres. County planners note
that if UGA guidelines were used on such open

land construction, six dwellings could be built on
1.3 acres, rather than one dwelling.

Lancaster's aggressive farm preservation
programs have inspired Pennsylvania government
to become a more active partner in such efforts,
here and across the state. National attention is
periodically focused on the county's grass-roots
struggle to maintain its farmland economy. To
many it appears farm preservation is banking
land at a satisfying rate. But the truth is that farm
preservation in lancaster County must quicken in
pace if it is to reach its potential before land prices
increase beyond affordability.

And just as Urban Growth Areas won't work
without enforcement, farmland preservation needs
constant and forceful leadership. More than 200
local farm owners are on a current waiting list to
have their farms preserved, primarily due to an
imbalance berween supply (acquisition funds) and
demand (applicants). Available funds for acquisition
have not kept up with demand.

With more than 200 applicants to the county
program, it is evident that Farmland preservation
is not a program that needs to be "sold" to
the landowners. Citizens at the Blue Ribbon
Commission hearings, and farmers who are lined
up to participate, cleady have bought into the
concept. However, there are several townships in
Lancaster that have barred the door to the counfy's
preservation progfilm by denying the formation
of the Ag Security Areas required for farmels to
partiqipate. There is cleady more work needed to
"sell"farmland preservation in those areas.

Lancaster County is beginning to acquire and
utilize the necessary tools to channel growth, but
much more needs to be done. Urban and Village
Growth Areas should be instituted throughout
the counry and public officials need to exert
stronger influence on where their hometown
growth is gccurring and the agricultural areas
within their communities are well protected and
kept in tact. Other ideas, gathered in the Blue
Ribbon Commission hearings, are defined in the
recommendation section of this report.

Time forAction
The crossroads is here. The time for action is

now.

That message was communicated to the Blue
Ribbon Commission time and again in the 18
public hearings held across Lancaster County. Our
fellow citizens at these hearings recognized that
the future of Lancaster Counry is being decided,
day-by-day. Even as they stood to speak, plans for
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new homes and new strip malls were windjng their

wav through fotuf gotJ"tent commissions and

L' this Blue Ribbon Commission
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.' f"tit'g; f"ttaster County agriculture'

on a more-t"to-ouJJ"'*it*t''*",T:re 
of all

Lancaster county "i;;Jon 
the action-taken-or

not taken-on these ug'iiutinttt t::o^TTt"oations'

Either farrning wilt ?main robust and Lancaster

County will remin nt;;tq"t tl"-*ttil:jr farming

will be allowecl tcl 
"*ittttt 

and Lancaster Counry

will turn into a mirro; ;;py of the many urbanized

corrnties that surround us'

I t i s n o t o v e r s t a t e r n e n t t o s a y t j r a t a h e a l t h y

"g,i..-,tt,,,.'::::tr,';;nxu,i:J"l"l''x"Lry;
5itili"ff:.'T# ili""J *nh strons rarrning
economies' No* 'tl*t counties are residential'

retailing utO 
"tpt'f'1gtt*oy 

<:tl"1:' wfrere farm

fields have all but oit"ipt"Lo' 9:-11','J^"t 
life often

has been totp'o-i'Jby over-development'

HistorY has taught us that if there

t, .". .t*ring tradition in Lancaster

i"trna*' - is itre abiliry to adaPt to

;;"*' oevef iglllil ;f,J:T:ffi:
and cornpetition wl

;;; ;;';- l'-l:ll*;#H:: :,l;
the counry's agncur

;;. ;;i*iniitred if the necessary

actions are taken now'

The late Darvin BoYd' who *i:^1

b^"k.t ;t President tlt :lt 
t:"":i:t::

i"t-i^"J t;ust' knew that a strong
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An ad hoc committee was established of public
officials and others who served in positions of
leadership or who brought specific expertise.The
ad hoc committee was invited to pafticipate in all
sessions, but only official members voted on the
final recommendations. Tri-chairs were elected at
the first meeting of the full commission, providing
leadership and direction throughout the process.

It was determined that "listening sessions " would
be held throughout the county to make it conrrenielft
for the public to participate. Initially nine sessions
were scheduled,but the number quickly doubled to
accommodate the intense citizen interest. A special
effort was made to include members of the Plain
Sect and youths. Additional meetings were held to
brief local officials. Postcards listing the listening
sessions were widely distributed and the dates were
posted on the internet and noted in the media.

The results were inspiring. Thousands of
comments were captured and recorded at the
listening sessions, through a dedicated phone line
and through the website. Following each listening
session, notes were published on the website and
distributed to commission members via email.

Any topic was open for discussion, but several
clear themes emerged in the sessions: economic
development, communications and leadership,
farmland preservation, tax equity and zoning. The
recommendations section of this report has been
divided into these five areas of concern.

An important part of the pnocess
was the willingness of individuals and
businesses to sponsor some of the
meetings, and contribute in other ways
to this project's success.

Most Blue Ribbon Commission
members attended multiple listening
sessions and thus developed a deeper
understanding of issues that were of
primary interest to the participating
citizens. The commitment of members

was impressive. Although listening sessions were
held during the heavy spring planting season, farm
Ieaders garre generous blocks of time. AII three
County Commissioners attended multiple sessions
with the public.

Recommendations were forwarded to the County
Commissioners on June 15, 2005, concluding the
initial phase of the Blue Ribbon Commission. Upon
receipt of the 52 recommendations, the County
Commissioners put out another "call to action"
and appointed an Implementation Team to study
the suggestions and advise the commissioners
on appropriate courses of action and specific
implementation strategies.

Named as leadership for Blue Ribbon
Commission II are Marilyn Ware, philanthropist
and business woman; Noah Wenger, State Senato!

36th District; Scott Boyd, State Representative,4Jrd
District; Les Houck, SalisburyTownship; Don Elliott,
county administrator; and, Dan Heller, poultrf and
equirle farmer.

This leadership team put out an appeal, again to
the public, fof volunteers to serve on Implementa-
tion Workgroups. Over 1O0 citizens with diverse
back ground and experience volunteered to work
on these committees. Over a period of eight weeks,
these civic minded volunteers met, some of them
weekly, and worked through each recommendation
to develop strategies for implementing them. This
second stage of the Blue Ribbon Commission for
Agriculture, dubbed BRC II, is nearing completion
with the leadership team currently reviewing the
many implementation strategies submitted by the
workgroups.

An additional phase or extension of the Blue
Ribbon Commission is anticipated as strategies
for implementation are reflned and individuals
and organizations best suited to execute them are
determined.
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r. Economic DeveloPment
zl hcalthv agrictt ltttrc econolny is esscntial to the

-fL p..rr1r.'rity of Lllncaster ootrnty ancl shoLrld be

supported ancl stlstair.red

Agrictrlture is an inclttstry that accotlnts firr I I

percent of l,ancaster (]otlnty's ccollomy ancl almclst

one fburth of its workibrcc, creating l'rcarly $1

billion in cmploynlcnt value' Farms, oftcn viewecl

as ripe firr clevelopn-rcnt, are al'cacly ftllly clcvclopecl

economic cnterprises and shoulcl be vicwcd as

such. Agricttlture nccds to be recognizecl for its

economic contribllti()n ancl accordecl the same

lcvel of btrsiness growth incentivcs ancl sttl-rport as

other inclttstries.

An ltgricnlttlral ccot.lomic dcvclopment

organiz:ttitin shoulcl bc establishccl as a ccntral

t.ar.r.taa. for financilrl incentives, new bttstness

()pportrlnit ics and marketing stlpport' Attcntion

m Jst be clirectecl toward agriculttr rltl infiastrtlctLlre

to clevelop processiug ancl clistribution fircilitics'

manllrc lllanagenlcnt soluti<ltrs ancl re ncwable

hrels <,11'rporttrnities.-l'he valuc of Lancaster Cotlnty

brandecl prodttcts ncccls to be cxplorecl and new

rnarket niches iclentitiecl ttl provicle littttre <lutlets

for agricultural Proclt tcts'

These recomrnenclations wil l contribtlte to thc

health ancl longevity of Lancaster agricultttre atld

the economic prosperity of thc cntire c()ttl-lty'


