
The Shell/AERA Development plan and CSUF Housing Authority Involvement 

 

What is the Shell/AERA plan? 

3,600 houses, three commercial developments and a golf course on 3,000 acres, 

mostly west of the 57 freeway - the largest single development ever proposed 

for the hills bordering Orange and Los Angeles Counties. 

 

What is the land like right now? 

Open space and wildlife habitat as well as some used and unused oil lands. 

 

What does CSUF hope to gain? 

A maximum of 360 high-priced, hill-side homes (split with Cal Poly Pomona). 

 

Where in the approval process is this plan? 

A Draft Environmental Impact Report has yet to be released although it was 

initiated in 2002.  In April 2006 the Los Angeles County Technical Advisory 

Committee that oversees Significant Ecological Areas (SEA-TAC) rejected 

Shell/AERA’s plan as not being compatible with the rules that govern the 

management of SEAs.  Shell/AERA is now trying to bypass SEA-TAC by having its 

land annexed by Diamond Bar, a pro-development city (SEA-TAC only has 

authority over unincorporated areas). 

 

Who is opposed to this project? 

The cities of Brea, La Habra, La Habra Heights, and Whittier and the communities 

of Rowland Heights and Hacienda Heights have all joined in support of 

preservation of the Shell/AERA land. Also numerous environmental groups 

including the Sierra Club. 

 

What are the problems with the Shell/AERA plan? 

Ecological concerns:  This area is the “missing middle” of protected lands 

stretching from the Cleveland National Forest and Chino Hills State Park to the 

Whittier Narrows.  Shell/AERA’s plan includes about 50% open space but this 

would be highly fragmented and would involve the destruction of much 

currently existing habitat for wildlife such as bobcat, coyote, mule deer, greater 

roadrunner and coast horned lizard.  The plan includes golf courses, medians, 

and heavily landscaped manufactured slopes as “open space.” 

 

Lack of appropriate wildlife corridor:  Shell/AERA’s plan includes a “wildlife 

corridor” but this was described in a recent independent scientific review as 

being insufficient for assuring the movement of wildlife through the area.  Wildlife 

would be likely to be impeded and would in any case lose much of their habitat.  

The plan would also result in the destruction of the southern third of the area 

including sensitive stream beds, and valuable habitat such as walnut and oak 

stands and coastal sage scrub. 

 



Traffic:  Would add an estimated additional 40,000 car trips a day to local roads, 

causing congestion for local residents, including CSUF faculty, staff, and students. 

 

Other:  Increased pressure on water supplies and schools are concerns. 

What is the alternative? 

A coalition of cities and communities adjoining the Shell/AERA lands want to buy 

and protect the entire 3000 acres.  There is a precedent for this. A bipartisan 

coalition across four counties has saved nearly 20,000 acres in the hills anchored 

by Chino Hills State Park. 

 

What is the position of the Academic Senate Executive Committee? 

The Executive Committee has serious concerns about the environmental impact 

of this project and requests a meeting with Bill Dickerson as soon as 

possible.  PAB members will be invited to this meeting.  

 

 


