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DELAWARE VALLEY REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 
LAND USE AND HOUSING COMMITTEE MEETING HIGHLIGHTS 

June 5, 2008 
 
A meeting of DVRPC’s Land Use and Housing Committee (LUHC) was held on June 5, 2008, 
beginning at 10 a.m.  The meeting focused on DVRPC’s Fiscal Year 2009 initiative involving the 
development of a regional food system plan, tentatively entitled Planning for Food from Farm to 
Plate.  Barry Seymour, DVRPC’s Executive Director, welcomed the attendees, briefly described 
the purpose of the food system planning study, and provided for introductions.  Edward Fox, the 
Director of Smart Growth in the Camden County Improvement Authority and the Chairperson of 
DVRPC’s Land Use and Housing Committee, introduced the meeting’s speakers: Paul Burnett, 
from the Department of History and Sociology of Science at the University of Pennsylvania; Brian 
Schilling, the Associate Director of Rutgers Food Policy Institute; and Cheryl Cook, the Deputy 
Director for Marketing and Development at the Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture. 
 
Mr. Burnett spoke about the historical relationship between farming and government in the United 
States since the early 1900’s.  He began by noting that the rise and fall of civilizations have 
historically been linked to the presence of a stable food supply.  In this country, agriculture has 
been a major domestic policy concern since the Civil War, and is now a critical local, state, 
national, and global planning issue.  He discussed several points in United States history directly 
related to agricultural and the nation’s food supply, including the Great Depression (1929-1939), 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1933, the Dustbowl (1934-1936), and the Soil Conservation Act 
of 1936.  In the 1940’s, wheat and rice production was expanded to supply the war efforts, and 
markets were stabilized with price supports.  The 1950’s brought surpluses (and rising storage 
costs) and the passage of the 1954 Agricultural Trade and Development Assistance Act.   
 
Mr. Burnett highlighted the activities of the National Planning Association’s Committee of the 
South (1942-1987) and the Committee for Economic Development, which promoted free 
enterprise and encouraged trends in agriculture such as mechanization and capital investment.  
He concluded by noting that agricultural subsidies are deeply intertwined with the United States 
economy and that organic, locally-grown food production will need to be accommodated in the 
modern food system as its share of the market increases. 
 
Mr. Schilling’s presentation focused on agritourism in New Jersey.   He began by noting that New 
Jersey has been very aggressive in its farmland preservation efforts, as evidenced by stable 
statewide funding, dedicated local and county taxes, and the State’s support of transfer of 
development rights (TDR) as a tool to preserve farmland.  Statewide, there has been an 
emerging recognition of the need to plan for agriculture as well as support for strong right-to-farm 
protection, including the recognition of agritourism in law, a statewide municipal pre-emption 
provision, and a strong focus on agricultural economic development. 
 
Mr. Schilling then discussed agritourism, which may be defined broadly as the business of 
establishing farms as travel destinations for educational and recreational purposes.  In 2004, the 
New Jersey State Board of Agriculture identified agritourism development as an economic 
development strategy for bolstering the viability of New Jersey agriculture, and in 2005 the New 
Jersey Agritourism Industry Advisory Council was convened.  Mr. Schilling described two 
research efforts on agritourism (initiated in 2005 and 2006), the purposes of which were to 
document the nature of agritourism activities, identify its challenges and , identify the perceived 
opportunities in agritourism, assess the importance of agritourism to ‘farm viability’, estimate the 
economic impact of agritourism, and develop recommendations for agritourism industry 
development. 



  
 

Agritourism activities include farm markets, educational activities, entertainment, “bed and 
breakfast” accommodations, and outdoor recreational activities, and offer benefits to both the 
farmer and the community.  Farmers generate additional income from farm assets that may be 
underutilized or idle for long periods of time; are able to diversify their product lines and markets; 
and are afforded an opportunity to receive direct feedback from consumers regarding preferences 
for farm products and services.  In turn, they provide a venue for educating children and adults 
about the state’s agrarian heritage, food production, and resource stewardship.  Agritourism 
enhances the quality of life in communities by expanding recreational opportunities, promoting the 
retention of agricultural lands, and diversifying local, county, and regional economic bases.   
 
Farm markets also provide consumers with access to fresh, locally-produced farm products, and 
generate economic benefits beyond the farm gate.  In 2006, more than 20% of all New Jersey 
farms offered some form of agritourism activities, covering over 43% of the State’s total land area 
in farming.  Income from agritourism activities on New Jersey farms totaled $57.53 million in 
2006, and every dollar in agritourism sales generated 58 cents of additional sales in other 
businesses.  Challenges identified by farmers include a fear of litigation and possible tensions 
with neighbors and municipalities.  Some farmers also find it difficult to adapt to agritourism as 
opposed to traditional farming, since many do not have formal business or marketing plans nor 
have the necessary skill sets, including hospitality, retail marketing, and customer service.  Mr. 
Schilling concluded by discussing ongoing support for agritourism offered by the State, including 
training for farmers in developing new business models and business skills; the clarification of 
right-to-farm protections; limited liability protection for farmers; and a statewide agritourism 
promotion and marketing platform. 
 
Cheryl Cook’s presentation focused on agriculture and food production in Pennsylvania.  She 
began by describing and characterizing the Commonwealth’s agricultural industry.  Pennsylvania 
remains one of the leading agricultural states in the nation, with 59,000 family farms on 7.7 million 
acres of farmland, producing $4 billion in annual cash receipts from production, agribusiness and 
food processing.  The Commonwealth is the national leader in food processing with 2,300 food-
processing companies, producing the highest value of shipments of canned fruit, vegetable 
specialty product, chocolate, potato chips, and pretzels.   The Pennsylvania Department of 
Agriculture has created and implemented numerous innovative programs to ensure that the 
agricultural sector remains a vital part of the state’s diverse economy. 
 
Ms. Cook described the challenges associated with forecasting the future demand for agricultural 
products, including changes in the likelihood of eating out versus cook at home; changes 
associated with the aging of the nation’s baby boomers (who tend to be more health conscious); 
the issue of quality versus quantity (whether consumers will prefer supermarkets or farmers 
markets, for example); food safety concerns; and the impact of ethnic diversity on consumer 
preferences.  She also touched on the impacts of rising energy costs, including the role of corn-
based ethanol and the potential impacts of high oil and natural gas costs on the demand for 
hardwoods (of which Pennsylvania has the nation’s largest supply).  Finally, Ms. Cook stressed 
the uncertainty facing the agricultural community given that the future is based on uncontrollable 
variables, with China and other growing economies simultaneously increasing their production of 
some commodities and their demand for others as well as the current political instability in both oil 
regions and food insecure regions. 
 
The next meeting of the LUHC will take place in the Fall, on a date that has not yet been decided.  
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at approximately 12:00 noon.  Many 
attendees participated in a separate meeting of the Steering Committee for DVRPC’s Food 
System Planning Study, held in the afternoon following the morning LUHC meeting. 


