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WHAT: 
 

A study to determine how much growth in Lebanon County is impacting soils designated by the 

United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) as prime farmland or other farmland of 

statewide importance. 
 

WHY: 
 

SOIL FACTS - 

 Soils designated as prime and important are critical for food production. 

 Soils are a finite resource. 
 

POPULATION FACTS – 

 Lebanon County is growing rapidly, adding approximately 42,715 people to our 

population since 1960 (approximately 854 new residents a year).  This assumes a 2010 

population estimate of 133,568 and a 1960 population of 90,853. 

 4,523 people have left the City of Lebanon since 1960 (1960 census was 30,000 - 

estimated 2010 census was 25,477). 
 

DEVELOPMENT FACTS - 

 Residential development costs more in services than it provides in tax revenues (Penn 

State/Bethel Twp. study).  More residential development is occurring on farmland than in 

our cities and towns.  Inefficient residential development increases taxation, gobbles up 

open space, increases traffic congestion and decreases our quality of life. 

 Based on this annualized study, Lebanon County has lost 12,106.83 acres of farmland 

since 1990.  This represents 9.5% of our County’s 126,870 acres of prime and important 

farmland soils lost in 20 years!  [Not all prime and important soils are used for 

agricultural purposes.] 

 Farmland is a limited resource.  When productive farmland is converted to another use 

(ex. residential), it is lost and cannot be regained.  For example, Jackson Township has 

lost the most acres of prime and statewide important agricultural land since 1990.  Out of 

13,482.81 acres of prime and important farmland (88.9% of the township’s land), Jackson 

Township has lost 11.6%, or 1,559.97 acres due to subdivision for land use other than 

agriculture. 
 

FARM FACTS – 

 Lebanon County has 113,486 acres in farms with an average size of 95 acres (2007 

Pennsylvania Agricultural Statistics Summary or PASS).  

 Agriculture contributes more in tax revenues than it demands in services (Penn 

State/Bethel Twp. Study).  It keeps taxes lower by lessening demands for services such as 

schools, police, sewer, water, road etc. 
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 Agriculture is our county’s number one industry contributing $257,097,000 in cash 

receipts in 2007.  (2007 Statistical Summary Lebanon County Penn State Cooperative 

Extension) 
 

PLANNING FACTS – 

 Current summarized data to guide land use decisions by the county and municipalities in 

many instances does not exist or has not been compiled. The Lebanon County 

Comprehensive Plan of 2007 showed enough residential zoning to accommodate 25,000 

new homes thus tempering the need to rezone any land from agricultural to residential. 
 

VOTING FACTS – 

 Over 60% of Lebanon County residents supported farmland preservation in the late 

1980s. (Statewide referendum) 
 

PRESERVATION FACTS – 

 Preserving family farms encourages young people to stay in farming by making farms 

more affordable to the next generation (since there is only agricultural value). 

 Preserving family farms enhances values of other properties nearby and enhances 

tourism. 

 Preserving farms in Lebanon County means preserving some of America’s most 

productive non-irrigated farmland. 
 

HOW: 
 

 Initially, information was researched at the Lebanon County Planning Department and 

Recorder of Deeds in the Lebanon Municipal Building until the year 2009, when records 

became available digitally online.  Subdivision records from the 16 municipalities with 

significant agricultural land were researched with the assumption that land undergoing 

subdivision would be converted to other land uses either now or in the future.  

Information gathered from the subdivision records contained the name of the owner of 

the affected area, a description of the type of subdivision, an indication of prime or 

important farmland lost, and the total acres of impacted area. 

 Parcel data from the Lebanon County GIS Department was used to determine the location 

of the subdivision.  It was cross-referenced with another dataset compiled from the 

former USDA Soil Conservation Service (now the Natural Resources Conservation 

Service) data to determine whether the impacted area contained prime farmland soils or 

other soils of additional statewide importance.  Results are summarized in the table that 

follows.  Charts that follow graphically depict data from our table of research as well as 

other research. 
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“Lebanon County is presently blessed with  
an abundance of rich fertile agricultural 

 land and beautiful mountainous woodlands 
which together comprise some of the most 

scenic open spaces in Pennsylvania.   
However, the uncontrolled explosion of 

residential and commercial development is 
rapidly deleting the quality of that open space 

from both the aesthetic and recreational 
standpoint.” 

 
 

1970 Comprehensive Plan, Page 61 


