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Inland Deserts Region 
3602 Inland Empire Blvd, Suite C-220 
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December 2, 2024 
Sent via e-mail  
  
Tim Watkins 
Chief of Legislature and Public Affairs 
San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92410 
ONTconnector@gosbcta.com 
 
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Report  (DEIR), Ontario International  Airport  

Connector  Project ( PROJECT), State Clearinghouse No. 2022070039, San 
Bernardino County  

 
Dear Tim Watkins: 
 
The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) received a Notice of Availability of 
a DEIR from San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA) for the Project 
pursuant the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines.1  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendations regarding those 
activities involved in the Project that may affect California fish and wildlife. Likewise, we 
appreciate the opportunity to provide comments regarding those aspects of the Project that 
CDFW, by law, may be required to carry out or approve through the exercise of its own 
regulatory authority under the Fish and Game Code.  
 
CDFW ROLE  
 
�&�'�)�:���L�V���&�D�O�L�I�R�U�Q�L�D�¶�V��Trustee Agency  for fish and wildlife resources and holds those 
resources in trust by statute for all the people of the State. (Fish & G. Code, §§ 711.7, 
subd. (a) & 1802; Pub. Resources Code, § 21070; CEQA Guidelines § 15386, subd. (a).) 
CDFW, in its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and 
management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically 
sustainable populations of those species. (Id., § 1802.)  Similarly, for purposes of CEQA, 
CDFW is charged by law to provide, as available, biological expertise during public agency 
environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related activities that 
have the potential to adversely affect fish and wildlife resources.   
 
CDFW is also submitting comments as a Responsible Agency  under CEQA.  (Pub. 
Resources Code, § 21069; CEQA Guidelines, § 15381.) CDFW expects that it may need 
to exercise regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code.  As proposed, for 
example, the Project may be subject �W�R���&�'�)�:�¶�V���O�D�N�H���D�Q�G���V�W�U�H�D�P�E�H�G���D�O�W�H�U�D�W�L�R�Q���U�H�J�X�O�D�W�R�U�\��
authority. (Fish & G. Code, § 1600 et seq.)  Likewise, to the extent implementation of the 
�3�U�R�M�H�F�W���D�V���S�U�R�S�R�V�H�G���P�D�\���U�H�V�X�O�W���L�Q���³�W�D�N�H�´���D�V���G�H�I�L�Q�H�G���E�\���6�W�D�W�H���O�D�Z���R�I���D�Q�\���V�S�H�F�L�H�V���S�U�R�W�H�F�W�H�G��
under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish & G. Code, § 2050 et seq.), 
the project proponent may seek related take authorization as provided by the Fish and 
Game Code. 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY  
 
Proponent : San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA)  
 
Description : The Project proposes to expand access options to ONT, reduce roadway 
congestion, and support autonomous electric vehicle technology usage for transit. The 
objectives would be met by the construction of three at-grade passenger stations and a 4.2 
mile tunnel (24-foot-inner-diameter bi-direction tunnel) between the Cucamonga Metrolink 
Station and Ontario International Airport (ONT) via Milliken Avenue and Airport Drive. 
 
                                            
1 CEQA is codified in the California Public Resources Code in section 21000 et seq.  �7�K�H���³�&�(�4�$���*�X�L�G�H�O�L�Q�H�V�´��
are found in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, commencing with section 15000. 

https://cdfw.sharepoint.com/teams/WildlifeR6-HabCon-IEU/Shared%20Documents/General/CEQA/2022070039%20ONT%20Connector%20Project/www.wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:ONTconnector@gosbcta.com
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Primary Project activities include construction of three at-grade passenger stations, one 
vent shaft, one Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF), and a 4.2-mile tunnel. There 
would also be a construction staging area at each of the three proposed stations. A tunnel 
boring machine (TBM) would be used to excavate the tunnel and would be stored and 
assembled at the construction staging areas. Cut-and-cover sites would occur at each 
proposed station location. The cut-and-cover sites at the Cucamonga Metrolink Station 
(Cucamonga Station) and at the ONT Terminal 2 Station would be used as the TBM 
launching and receiving pits. Ultimately, the cut-and-cover sites would serve as the vehicle 
ramps where the underground guideway would transition to at-grade.  
 
The Cucamonga Station would be approximately 8,000 square feet and located in the 
northwest corner of the existing station. Approximately 180 existing parking spaces would 
be permanently removed to accommodate the proposed Cucamonga Station. The ONT 
Terminal 2 at-grade passenger station would be approximately 10,000 square feet and 
would be located within the ONT right-of-way. Approximately 80 existing parking spaces 
would be permanently removed to accommodate the ONT Terminal 2 station. The ONT 
Terminal 4 at-grade passenger station would be approximately 10,000 square feet and 
would be located within the ONT right-of-way. Approximately 115 existing parking spaces 
would be permanently removed to accommodate the ONT Terminal 4 station. The 
approximate 11,000 square-foot MSF would be located at the proposed Cucamonga 
Station. 
 
Location:  The project site is located in the City of Rancho Cucamonga and City of Ontario 
within the County of San Bernardino. The northern segment of the Project, including the 
proposed at-grade passenger station, is located within Cucamonga Metrolink Station and 
its parking lots. From the Metrolink Station, the tunnel would travel to Milliken Avenue and 
follow Milliken south under the existing roadway. At Ontario Mills Parkway, the tunnel 
alignment would shift to the western side of Milliken Avenue and would travel south under 
I-10. The tunnel alignment would continue to run south; at Guasti Road, the alignment 
would curve southwest to connect to East Airport Drive. At East Airport Drive, the tunnel 
alignment would continue to travel west toward ONT Terminal 4 and Terminal 2 where the 
two other proposed at-grade passenger stations would be located. The tunnel depth would 
be approximately 70 feet below the ground surface.   
 
Timeframe:  Overall construction of the Project would last approximately 56 months, 
beginning in 2025 and ending in 2031.   
 
 
COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
CDFW has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and management of fish, wildlife, 
native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically sustainable populations of those 
species (i.e., biological resources). CDFW offers the comments and recommendations 
below to assist SBCTA �L�Q���D�G�H�T�X�D�W�H�O�\���L�G�H�Q�W�L�I�\�L�Q�J���D�Q�G���R�U���P�L�W�L�J�D�W�L�Q�J���W�K�H���3�U�R�M�H�F�W�¶�V���V�L�J�Q�L�I�L�F�D�Q�W����
or potentially significant, direct and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) 
resources. Editorial comments or other suggestions may also be included to improve the 
document.  
 

 
I. Environmental Setting and Related Impact Shortcoming  

 
Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through 
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special 
status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by CDFW or 
USFWS?       
 
COMMENT 1: Burrowing Owl ( Athene cunicularia )   
 

Draft EIR Section 3.3, Append ix D: Biological Resources Technical  Report  
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Issue : The project may impact burrowing owl (BUOW), a candidate species under the 
California Endangered Species Act (CESA) and Project activities may result in take as 
defined in Fish and Game Code section 86.  
 
Specific impact:  The DEIR acknowledges the potential for BUOW to occur due to the 
suitable habitat and the 9 burrows found within the Biological Study Area (BSA) during 
the 2021 survey. No burrowing owls or sign were observed during the field site visit. 
CDFW notes that only two surveys were performed in July 2021 and no field 
investigations occurred in the undeveloped habitat in the northern portion of the BSA 
due to lack of legal rights to access. A focused survey for the species following a 
CDFW approved guideline, or similar approach, was not conducted in the entirety of 
the BSA. Therefore, CDFW is concerned that SBCTA may not have adequately 
identified potentially significant impacts. Project implementation, including grading, 
vegetation clearing and construction, may result in direct mortality, population declines, 
or local extirpation of burrowing owl not previously identified. Additionally, the CWHR 
dataset, Burrowing Owl Predicted Habitat (CDFW 2016), displays a high potential for 
burrowing owl presence within the BSA. 
 
Why impact would occur:  According to the Biological Resources Technical Report, a 
thorough focused burrowing owl survey was not conducted in the entirety of the BSA. 
Burrowing owls have been known to use highly degraded and marginal habitat where 
existing burrows are available. They are well-adapted to open, relatively flat expanses 
and vacant lots and prefer habitats with generally short sparse vegetation with few 
shrubs such as those occurring on the Project site. If BUOW burrows are not properly 
detected, prior to ground disturbance, site preparation and grading could destroy 
habitat and result in take of burrowing owl. Occupied site or occupancy means a site 
that is assumed occupied if at least one burrowing owl has been observed occupying a 
burrow within the last three years. Occupancy of suitable burrowing owl habitat may 
also be indicated by owl sign including its molted feathers, cast pellets, prey remains, 
eggshell fragments, or excrement at or near a burrow entrance or perch site. 
 
Evidence impact would be significant : On October 10, 2024, the California Fish and 
Game Commission accepted a petition to list Western Burrowing Owl as endangered 
under CESA, �G�H�W�H�U�P�L�Q�L�Q�J���W�K�H���O�L�V�W�L�Q�J���³�P�D�\���E�H���Z�D�U�U�D�Q�W�H�G�´���D�Q�G���D�G�Y�D�Q�F�L�Q�J���W�K�H���V�S�H�F�L�H�V���W�R��
the candidacy stage of the CESA listing process. As a candidate species, Western 
Burrowing Owl is granted full protection of a threatened species under CESA. If Project 
activities could result in take, appropriate CESA authorization (i.e., Incidental Take 
Permit under Fish and Game Code section 2081) should be obtained prior to 
commencement of Project activities. Take of any endangered, threatened, or candidate 
species that results from the Project is prohibited, except as authorized by State law 
(Fish & G. Code, §§ 86, 2062, 2067, 2068, 2080, 2085; Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 
786.9). Take of individual burrowing owls and their nests is defined by Fish and Game 
Code section 86, and prohibited by sections 3503, 3503.5 and 3513. Inadequate 
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures for impacts to sensitive or special 
status species will result in the Project continuing to have a substantial adverse direct, 
indirect, and cumulative effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any 
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species by CDFW. 

 
Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s) to reduce impacts  to 
less than significant: CDFW recommends that prior to commencing Project activities 
for all phases of Project construction, focused and preconstruction surveys for 
burrowing owl be conducted by a qualified biologist in accordance with the Staff Report 
on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFG 2012 or most recent version) in all potential habitat 
areas of the BSA, including the undeveloped habitat of the northern portion of the BSA 
that was previously not surveyed. Because appropriate surveys were not conducted 
prior to circulation of the DEIR, the DEIR may not adequately identify potentially 
significant impacts. CDFW recommends the DEIR be revised and recirculated following 
completion of survey so that results and appropriate specific avoidance and 
minimization measures can be included, to ensure that impacts to burrowing owl are 
reduced to less than significant. However, if SBCTA chooses not to follow this path, 
CDFW recommends the following revisions to MM-BIO-2 (edits are in strikethrough and 
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bold) to ensure an adequate assessment is completed and CESA authorization is 
obtained, if needed. Deferring focused surveys until the time of construction may result 
in significant Project delays should burrowing owls be detected on-site.   
 
Mitigation Measure 2:MM-BIO-2 Burrowing Owl Nesting Habitat  
 
1. Prior to construction activity, a focused protocol survey (four field visits) during 

BUOW breeding and non -breeding season  and pre-construction surveys shall be 
conducted for burrowing owls where suitable habitat is present within the 
construction areas. Pre-construction  surveys shall be conducted no less than 14 
days prior to commencement of construction activities and surveys shall be 
conducted in accordance with California Department of Fish and Wildlife burrowing 
owl survey protocol.  
 

2. If no occupied burrows are found in the focused survey area, a letter report 
documenting survey methods and findings shall be submitted to the leady agency 
San Bernardino Transportation Authority, as well as the California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife for review and approval, and no further mitigation is necessary. 
 

3.  If occupied burrows are found, and if Project activities , including burrow 
exclusion and closure,  may impact burrowing owl, the Project Proponent 
shall begin early coordination with CDFW for appropriate CE SA authorization 
(i.e., Incidental Take Permit (ITP) under Fish and Game Code section 2081) 
prior to commencement of Project activities. Any plans for relocation, 
eviction, or translocation shall be provided to CDFW for review and approval, 
prior to implem entation, and  shall describe, at a minimum, project activities 
and equipment, proposed avoidance/buffers  and seasonal restrictions , 
temporary and permanent impacts, monitoring  methods and objectives , 
relocation , eviction,  and/or translocation  specifics , and minimization and 
compensatory mitigation actions. Compensatory mitigation will be fulfilled by 
one or more of the following  options , in coordination with and approval of 
CDFW: 1) Permittee -responsible mitigation land acquisition or 2) 
Conservation or  Mitigation Bank credits (if available).  If burrowing owl 
occupancy is confirmed, t he Designated Biologist shall provide to CDFW a 
GIS or KMZ map of BUOW burrow complex(es) and atypical burrows (e.g. 
culverts, buckled concrete, etc.) The map shall be at a scale of 1:24,000 or 
finer to show details and shall show locations of all BUOW sightings and 
labeled if sightings were potential burrows, occupied burrows, satellite 
burrows, areas of concentrated burrows, and BUOW sign. Locations 
documented by use of GPS  coordinates must be collected in NAD83 datum. 
The map shall include an outline of the Project Area. The map shall include a 
title, north arrow, scale bar, and legend.  

4.  impacts on the burrows shall be avoided by providing a buffer of 165 feet during the 
non-breeding season (September 1 through February 14) or 250 feet during the 
breeding season (February 15 through August 15). The size of the buffer area may 
be adjusted if a qualified biologist and California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
determine it would not be likely to have adverse effects on the owls. No Project 
Alternative activity shall commence within the buffer area until a qualified biologist 
confirms that the burrow is no longer occupied. If the burrow is occupied by a 
nesting pair, a minimum of 7.5 acres of foraging habitat contiguous to the burrow 
shall be maintained until the breeding season is over. 

5. If disturbance of occupied burrows is unavoidable, on-site passive relocation 
techniques approved by California Department of Fish and Wildlife shall be used to 
encourage owls to move to alternative burrows outside of the impact area. 
However, no occupied burrows shall be disturbed during the nesting season unless 
a qualified biologist verifies through non-invasive methods that juveniles from the 
occupied burrows are foraging independently and are capable of independent 
survival. Mitigation for foraging habitat for relocated pairs shall follow guidelines 
provided in �W�K�H���&�D�O�L�I�R�U�Q�L�D���%�X�U�U�R�Z�L�Q�J���2�Z�O���&�R�Q�V�R�U�W�L�X�P�¶�V���%�X�U�U�R�Z�L�Q�J���2�Z�O���6�X�U�Y�H�\��
Protocol and Mitigation Guidelines, which ranges from 7.5 to 19.5 acres per pair. 

 



https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Plants-and-Animals
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Plants-and-Animals
mailto:amelia.viera@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:Eric.Chan@Wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:Amelia.Viera@Wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:Lisa.Cardoso@Wildlife.ca.gov
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DECEMBER 2, 2024 
 

Tim Watkins Via Email Only (ONTconnector@goSBCTA.com) 
Chief of Legislative and Public Affairs 
SBCTA – ONT Connector 
1170 W 3rd Street, 2nd Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92410 
 
 Re: ONT Connector Project  
 
Dear Mr. Watkins: 
 
On behalf of the Ontario International Airport Authority (OIAA), I am writing to express appreciation for the opportunity 
to review and comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) and Draft Environmental Assessment 
(Draft EA) prepared by the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA) for the proposed Ontario 
International Airport Connector Project (ONT Connector Project).  
 
As the owner and operator of Ontario International Airport (ONT), we recognize and value the importance of varied 
transportation options and transit accessibility in our region.  The proposed ONT Connector Project, as described in its 
Draft EIR, would “provide a direct airport connection between ONT and the Cucamonga Metrolink Station” via an 
underground 4.2-mile-long, bidirectional tunnel that is served by autonomous electric vehicles.  (Draft EIR, p. ES-1.)  Two 
passenger stations are proposed to be sited at ONT Terminal 2 and Terminal 4 to facilitate passenger access and use.  (Id. 
at p. ES-3.)  Therefore, the proposed ONT Connector Project would increase the number of multi-modal transportation 
options available to members of the air traveling public served by ONT, as well as the numerous staff and employees of 
OIAA and ONT’s tenants that support operation of the airport on a daily basis.  These benefits are consistent with the 
need for the proposed ONT Connector Project described in the Draft EIR, which also discusses the importance of the 
“last-mile connection” between SBCTA’s existing Metrolink system and ONT; opportunities to reduce traffic congestion 
and improve trip reliability; and, the ability to reduce VMT and corresponding air quality and greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions through enhanced transportation efficiencies.  (Id. at p. 2-1.)    
 
OIAA is thankful for the interagency partnership we have developed with SBCTA over the years.  And, in our view, the 
achievement of this milestone – i.e., release of the draft environmental compliance documents – builds upon the 
Memorandum of Understanding No. 21-1002463 (MOU) entered into by our respective agencies in 2020 for purposes of 
exploring the possibility of a direct transit connection between SBCTA’s Metrolink system and ONT.  Moving forward, we 
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recognize the continued importance of meaningful collaboration and consultation between our two agencies.  These 
joint efforts will be particularly important with respect to finalizing design-level specifications for the proposed ONT 
Connector Project that align with OIAA’s own plans for on-airport development at ONT (including determining whether 
one passenger station would better align with OIAA’s plans for on- airport development at ONT); facilitating access to 
ONT property for purposes of construction and operation in a workable manner; and coordinating with the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA), where needed.    
 
In closing, thank you again for the opportunity to review SBCTA’s environmental compliance documents for the proposed 
ONT Connector Project, as prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act and National Environmental 
Policy Act.  OIAA remains committed to our regional partnership with SBCTA, and the development of innovative, 
collaborative transportation solutions for the needs of the air traveling public and the many workers who report to ONT 
each day to keep our airport running.  We look forward to continuing to work with you on the ONT Connector Project.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Atif J. Elkadi 
Chief Executive Officer 
Ontario International Airport Authority 
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https://www.pbssocal.org/shows/earth-focus/inland-empire-once-again-ranks-as-worst-in-nation-for-air-quality
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Jrv6LSZab5Y&ab_channel=nandert
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=pUU_6Ew1oCI&ab_channel=nandert
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https://www.flyontario.com/press/passenger-count-will-be-11-higher-over-labor-day-weekend-at-ontario-international-airport
https://www.gosbcta.com/ont-connect-shuttle-service-links-cucamonga-metrolink-station-with-ontario-airport/
https://www.gosbcta.com/project/west-valley-connector-brt/
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https://fortune.com/2024/02/27/flirted-death-elon-musk-boring-company-employees-injuries-osha-citations/
https://jalopnik.com/the-vegas-tesla-tunnel-remains-hilariously-bad-1851690478
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 26, 2024, 2:19:23 PM

FULL NAME:

JOSE DENNIS DIMAPILIS ALABASO

ADDRESS:

21125 S. Caspian Avenue

ORGANIZATION:

California Abilities Network

EMAIL OR PHONE:

dalabaso@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

I think I'm beginning to like it. Why? Because it could become the perfect connection from Rancho 
Cucamonga Metrolink Station to Terminals 4 & 2 located near the bus tops of Ontario International Airport. 
For the International Terminal: Will there be an addition for both 'British Airways' and perhaps 'Air 
France/KLM' in nonstop European Flights?

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

EMAIL

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 10, 2024, 12:49:12 AM

FULL NAME:

Mohammed Alam

ADDRESS:

2473 Gunner Ridge Way, Rialto, CA 92377

EMAIL OR PHONE:

Abir2021@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

The traffic in Inland Empire has gotten much worse and expanding freeways has not worked. We need 
alternative transportation for well known traffic corridors. As we are expanding service for Metrolink, Arrow 
Service, and breaking ground on Brightline High Speed Rail we need expand local metro rail within the 
Inland empire.

Please build a double track ELECTRIC train connection that is underground or separate from traffic. I am 
tired of having to pay $40 to $60 for a rideshare to sit in traffic. 

I also do mean an actual train. Please DO NOT build a tesla car in firetrap tunnel! Electric trains are built in 
all advance countries and even now developing countries! Our region cannot fall behind developing 
countries in Latin America, Asia, and Africa.
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 30, 2024, 9:46:43 PM

FULL NAME:

Adam Appesh

ADDRESS:

6640 Robinson Road, Highland, CA

EMAIL OR PHONE:

aappesh@outlook.com

COMMENTS:

It would be much more preferable to have this project be completed with rail, and use vehicles with steel 
wheels but the route SBCTA has taken is understandable. Teslas should not be used for this project, given 
the major reliability issues and track record of Tesla.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list



From: Tim Watkins twatkins@gosbcta.com
Subject: FW: ONT Connector - Public Comment - Faraz Aqil

Date: December 2, 2024 at 7:30!AM
To: MadisonViola madison@costinoutreachgroup.com
Cc: ErinRyan erin@costinoutreachgroup.com

"
"
From: Faraz Aqil <aqil_faraz@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, December 2, 2024 7:28 AM
To: ONTconnector <ONTconnector@gosbcta.com>
Subject: ONT Connector - Public Comment - Faraz Aqil
"
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links
or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
"

Hello Ontario International Airport Connector Team.
"
"
My name is Faraz Aqil, and I use public transportation everyday for work. And although I'm a
resident of Downey, me and my family much prefer to take flights here at Ontario Airport due to the
less congestion of travelers, it's a smaller airport (less distance walking between terminals), and
cheaper prices for flights. So we would love to use public transportation to quickly travel between our
home and Ontario Airport without car. But after reading the Draft EIR, I do not support the ONT
Connector using car shuttles as the mode of transportation to carry riders from Ontario Airport to the
Rancho Cucamonga Metrolink/Brightline stations.
"
First, I’m worried that if one of these autonomous cars stalls or has an accident, it will cause big
delays. The Draft EIR says the unground path is a 24-foot inner diameter bidirectional tunnel (12 ft
for each direction). Since the average space for a 1 car lane is 12 ft, that means there’s only enough
space for 1 car to travel in each direction. Which means if something like trash or an obstacle blocks
the path of the autonomous cars, they would not have anywhere to go and will be stalled at their
spot (and blocking traffic behind them). Also electric vehicles use lithium batteries, and if something
happens that causes them to be engulf in flames, it will be extremely difficult to put them out (to the
point where firefighters just let the car burn). Battery fire chemicals can cause environmental
damage to the underground tunnel, the soil, and the groundwater. And a potential fire will block the
underground tunnel from being used until the fire is out and damaged vehicle(s) are removed (which
can take many, many days).
"
The Draft EIR mentions the ridership per hour is expected to be a shockingly low 100 riders per an
hour for each direction. For reference, 1 LA Metro train can hold more than 100 people (about 150
people) and their frequency is an average of every 8-10 minutes. Even the planned West Valley
Connector Bus Rapid project will be able to carry more riders per an hour between Rancho
Cucamonga Metrolink Station, Ontario Mills, & the Airport than the proposed autonomous cars (and
for much cheaper too). And I read SBTCA has already studied rail alternatives and found the amount
of passengers per an hour for a light rail alternative comes to 2,808-4,860 riders (page: 5-9). This
right away tells me as the ONT Connector project currently stands, "SBTCA is not serious in its
mission to provide a public transportation alternative for airport riders/employees to use if only 100
people per a direction can head to/leave from the airport. I can only imagine how rush hours will look
like as people are hurrying to get to an autonomous car on time, only to have a long queue line and
having to wait a long time (maybe up to an hour) just to ride in a car. Not to mention the delays it will
take for passengers to load/unload their luggage and if a disability passenger needs help getting
on/off the autonomous car. As a result, the 100 riders per an hour can easily drop to even a lower
amount.
"
Therefore I strongly advise ONT Connector to change its mode of transportation from autonomous



Therefore I strongly advise ONT Connector to change its mode of transportation from autonomous
cars to trains. Building an underground train instead (that's also underground grade separated) will
prevent accidents and is a much more reliable form of public transportation than cars (which still
cause traffic jams and accidents with each other). And with the ability to transport more riders in
higher frequencies, rail will be a reliable alternative to getting to the airport without using a car. ONT
Connector should have gone with one of the rail alternatives discussed in page 5-2 (I especially liked
the Goldline extension to Ontario Airport rail idea).
"
Lastly, I recommend you also add a proposed station stop at either Concurs St/Milliken Ave. Ave or
at Inland Empire Dr/Milliken Ave. That way, riders can more easily access events at the Toyota
Arena, access the Ontario Mills mall, and the nearby hotels within a 0.5 mile distance. This will also
greatly improve other businesses in and around these locations (so that the ONT Connector won't
just be limited to just airport riders). A successful transit project doesn't solely rely on just 1 group of
riders (airport riders/employees) in order to be successful. This project has more chance of having a
higher ridership if it diversifies it's ridership by giving people more reasons to use this public
transportation (other than just 2 locations). It is unfortunate that there are currently no bus routes that
take riders from Metrolink station to Ontario Mall/Toyota Sports arena, and to the Airport all in a 1-
seat ride.
"
And it’s a shame, because I do want this project to be successful, and I want me and my family to go
to Ontario Airport without having to drive, and to visit the Ontario Mills Mall as well. But it appears
that this will not a reliable public transportation project that will make a noticeable difference in
reducing traffic congestion and getting people to ride instead of drive. Again, if you want to actually
support reducing greenhouse gas emissions and support a public transportation people will really
use, my best advise is to use a train (maybe even an autonomous one) as the mode of
transportation through the underground tunnel.
"
Thank you for your time in reading my comment.
"
"
Sincerely,
Faraz Aqil
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 12, 2024, 1:29:13 PM

FULL NAME:

Anthony Aviguetero

ADDRESS:

3810 WILSHIRE BLVD

ORGANIZATION:

Self Employed

EMAIL OR PHONE:

aaviguet@yahoo.com

COMMENTS:

This is concerning the “autonomous vehicle tunnels."  They are a massive waste of money and a 
boondoggle.  This is to ask for an A Line extension, a DMU shuttle that can later be converted to an Arrow 
extension, or both.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 29, 2024, 7:45:24 PM

FULL NAME:

Gloria Barroso 

ADDRESS:

10655 Lemon Ave 3103

EMAIL OR PHONE:

909-530-0260 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 12, 2024, 10:48:23 AM

FULL NAME:

Michael Begany

ADDRESS:

14936 Brucite Rd.

EMAIL OR PHONE:

mpb4449@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

The autonomous car tunnel proposal for this project is a poor choice for this project. I would much rather 
prefer a light or heavy rail connection to the greater rail network.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 21, 2024, 6:51:59 PM

FULL NAME:

Danilo Braga

ADDRESS:

7664 Calle Talia. Highland, CA 92346

EMAIL OR PHONE:

danilobraga98@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

To whom may be reading this,I'm an avid traveler who has had the experience of riding many different 
public transit systems both within, and outside of the US. This includes the Tesla tunnels at the Las Vegas 
Convention center.Does it look sci-fi and futuristic? Yes!Is it practical? No..I understand the city wants to 
impress its visitors by being futuristic and cool but I assure you, only the opposite will happen.With a large 
number of passengers getting off the trains to catch a flight at ONT, there will be a large line of people 
waiting for a "car" to get to the airport. Not only is this more stressful for someone who may already be late, 
but also less efficient costs, and time-wise. A rail service used by most other airports will take many more 
people at a fraction of the time. Please reconsider this project as rail. As someone who grew up 
experiencing the best of the best, I assure you, this is not progression, only regression.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list



https://services7.arcgis.com/Z2VCst31IYKs6xD6/arcgis/rest/services/survey123_f3a9014a161d414a9d279b2148a44d13/FeatureServer/0/71/attachments/10?token=3NKHt6i2urmWtqOuugvr9X9JQvXM8XYmhfDR3DVs8xTeshBt-rmfVk-Pe2glzQzGKUY4TD2Fgs2SXLHzOpctpEyYvoTk9YA7EHRxdUlxFlkbLvsEnOeuW0XU2Fbzc8nVH7lxSmMeXqDK66r0-8IlUrgIjBEAXn5ZFjV1HzEquV_sDEfDWwSEpi5Z0px9SrveVdhKUHcBMSBRcHhar4srPw..
LlamasC
Line

LlamasC
Line

LlamasC
Line

LlamasC
Rectangle

LlamasC
Rectangle





12/2/24, 10!11"AMONT Connector Public Comment Form

Page 1 of 2https://survey123.arcgis.com/surveys/f3a9014a161d414a9d279b2148a44d13/data#extent=-175.7812,-81.9232,175.7812,81.9232&objectIds=101

ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 26, 2024, 2:27:54 PM

FULL NAME:

Victor Braga

ADDRESS:

7425 Tioga Ln

EMAIL OR PHONE:

victorbraga98@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

Hello,

I have experience using the boring tunnel in Las Vegas as I often go to convention centers at NAB. While 
the system works and is very capable, I do not believe this is the appropriate approach to transport 
passengers between rancho and ONT. the reason why is because autonomous passenger vehicles cannot 
handle high capacity well. An average jet carries over 200 people, with larger capacity planes that can land 
at ONT, like an A380, can carry over 500. A plane of about 350 people would take 88 vehicles to transport all 
these passengers. Add luggage and cargo and it would delay everyone significantly. In my opinion, the best 
transport would be a metro rail as other world airports have done and has proven to work. 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

EMAIL

KEEP ME INFORMED

NO, do not add me to your email distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 12, 2024, 9:28:23 AM

FULL NAME:

Kyle Brown

ADDRESS:

460 S spring St Apt 801 Los Angeles, CA 90013

EMAIL OR PHONE:

khbrown400@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed autonomous vehicle tunnels, which I believe are an 
inefficient use of public funds. Given the significant costs and limited benefits of this project, these 
resources could be better allocated to extend the A Line or to establish a Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) shuttle 
system that could later be adapted for Arrow service.

An A Line extension would provide immediate, practical benefits to residents by enhancing connectivity 
and reducing traffic congestion. A DMU shuttle, which could eventually evolve into an Arrow extension, 
would similarly support a sustainable, future-proof transit solution for our community.

Please consider prioritizing these alternatives over the proposed tunnels, which I believe are a financial risk 
with little tangible public benefit.

Thank you for your consideration.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 23, 2024, 8:28:50 PM

FULL NAME:

Justin Bryant

ADDRESS:

845 S Magnolia Ave

EMAIL OR PHONE:

ptct2098@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

I am strongly opposed to a car tunnel. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to subsidize private vehicles on the 
road. This tunnel should be a Metrolink, Arrorw or LA Metro extension, not a wasteful car tunnel that moves 
a fraction of the people. It will create more pollution, more driving, and will only make connectivity at 
Ontario Airport worse. I strongly oppose this project and will gather my community to stand firmly opposed 
to this sad, wasteful project. Please use the funds elsewhere and stop wasting time on a boondoggle that 
serves no purpose but to make our lives worse.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

WORD OF MOUTH

KEEP ME INFORMED

NO, do not add me to your email distribution list



https://cal.streetsblog.org/2024/11/13/unproven-tunnel-idea-getting-in-the-way-of-inland-empire-transit-solutions
https://cal.streetsblog.org/2024/11/13/unproven-tunnel-idea-getting-in-the-way-of-inland-empire-transit-solutions
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 31, 2024, 12:41:06 AM

FULL NAME:

Justin Andrew Camarena

ADDRESS:

2557 South Phoenix Place

EMAIL OR PHONE:

juscamarena@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

Expand LRT A LINE. This will be low ridership otherwise… metrolink does not run often, what’s the point?

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

WORD OF MOUTH

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list



From: Kevin Chu chuhouse2003@gmail.com
Subject: ONT Connector

Date: November 10, 2024 at 11:24!PM
To: ONTconnector ONTconnector@gosbcta.com

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the
sender and know the content is safe.

To whom it may concern

" " "Thank you so much for bringing us more public transit in San Bernardino"County. Public Transportation is our future to solve traffic
congestion and help the environment, especially Rancho Cucamonga Metrolink Station will be the future station of Brightline West. But I
think we should reallocate the budget for this ONT Connector to other improvement projects. The reasons are follows:

1. West Valley Connector

The one that within the yellow box can totally replace this ONT Connector Project. The budget could be used to improve the connection
between the terminals and the bus stops like sidewalks, signals, bus stop environments. The budget could also be used to purchase
electric buses and charging stations, since EVs are the future. And grade separation on San Antonio Ave and Campus Ave. Both of
them will have a stop for West Valley Connector."

2. Brightline West
Brightline West is a high speed rail that is currently being built between Las Vegas and Rancho Cucamonga. If underground tunnel is
allowed to be used to connect Rancho Cucamonga Station and Ontario Airport, then Instead of us building it, we should communicate
with them if they have a plan to expand to the Ontario International Airport in the future. So we could save the budget.
"
In conclusion, ONT connector is not necessary. We would like to see more public transportation, but we don't need this connector. With
this budget, you could use it to improve public transit in a different way.

Thank you so much for your time.

Kevin Chu
A Ontario Resident
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 13, 2024, 4:12:57 PM

FULL NAME:

Jonathan Chue

ADDRESS:

2001 Ruhland Ave Apt D, Redondo Beach, CA 90278

EMAIL OR PHONE:

jonathan.chue@yahoo.com

COMMENTS:

I'd like to express my strong opposition to the project as proposed. I am deeply concerned that the 
proposed model will not meet our region's needs for reliable, scalable, and safe transit.

- The project’s peak throughput of 100 passengers/hr is inadequate compared to the project’s own required 
capacity of 300/hr and the 20,000-100,000/hr achievable by BRT, light rail, or heavy rail, failing to address 
future demand.
- The Boring Company’s Las Vegas Loop, a similar model, has been plagued by traffic, slowdowns, 
confusion among drivers, and serious safety concerns during construction and operation.
- The $490+ mill estimate for this project is likely understated, given LA Metro light rail costs at similar 
lengths ranging from $1-7 bill.
- This project will increase VMT and emissions during construction and will be ineffective in reducing long-
term congestion, air pollution, or greenhouse gas compared to rail.

SBCTA should pursue real rail alternatives, as recommended in prior studies.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 9, 2024, 11:37:36 AM

FULL NAME:

Aaron Coyoca

ADDRESS:

11852 Mount Vernon Ave E329

EMAIL OR PHONE:

monsterofcookie@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

Having an autonomous car tunnel is a severely insufficient use of tunnel space, thusly being an inefficient 
use of money. Each car will fit, at most, 8 people and will run into capacity problems. Please instead 
consider extending light rail service from San Bernardino and from Metro A Line, none of which would 
require expensive tunneling.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list



From: Brandon Crawford brc910@gmail.com
Subject: ONT Connector

Date: November 13, 2024 at 3:55!PM
To: ONTconnector ONTconnector@gosbcta.com
Cc: clerkoftheboard clerkoftheboard@gosbcta.com, rmarquez@chinohills.org, awapner@ontarioca.gov

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender
and know the content is safe.

Dear Chair Marquez, SBCTA Board Members, and ONT Connector Project Staff,

My name is Brandon Crawford, and I am a resident of Murrieta and Los Angeles, an ONT airport passenger, and a Metrolink rider. I would
like to comment on the DEIR and express my strong opposition to the Ontario International Airport (ONT) Connector project as proposed.
As a proponent of effective and fiscally-responsible public transit in San Bernardino County, I am deeply concerned that the proposed
model will not meet our region's needs for reliable, scalable, and safe transit between ONT and Rancho Cucamonga Metrolink/Future
Brightline West Station.

Key concerns about the ONT Connector’s Build Alternative that must be addressed in the EIR:

Limited Capacity: The project’s peak throughput of 100 passengers per hour is inadequate compared to the project’s own required
capacity of 300 per hour and the 20,000-100,000 per hour achievable by BRT, light rail, or heavy rail, failing to address future
demand at ONT and the Rancho Cucamonga/Brightline Station.
Safety & Emergency Concerns: The Boring Company’s Las Vegas Loop, a similar model that is privately operated, has been
plagued by traffic, slowdowns, confusion among drivers, and serious safety and EMS concerns during construction and in
operation.
Costs & Funding Risks: The $490+ million estimate for this project is likely understated, given LA Metro light rail costs at similar
project lengths ranging from $1-7 billion. Address funding instability and sources, given that the project is severely uncompetitive,
receiving $0 from the most recent round of California TIRCP grants.
Redundant Shuttle Service: This project will duplicate above-ground ONT Connect shuttle service and West Valley Connector
BRT without enhancing capacity. Is this project even necessary?
Environmental Impacts: This project will increase VMT and emissions during construction and will be ineffective in reducing long-
term congestion, air pollution, or greenhouse gas compared to rail due to limited service capacity for mode shift. Provide an honest
analysis of the proposed project vs rail alternatives with regards to VMT, congestion, and emissions.

SBCTA should pursue real rail alternatives, as recommended in prior studies in 2008, 2014, and 2018. Options such as a Metrolink
Riverside Line extension West to ONT and a Brightline West/Metrolink San Bernardino Line extension South to ONT would be more
competitive for state and federal transit funding and better suited for future demand.

I ask the board to prioritize high-capacity, reliable rail solutions to meet San Bernardino County’s long-term transportation needs, and reject
the low-capacity, high-risk, unreliable model in the Build Alternative that fails to provide the transit service our region deserves.

Sincerely,""

Brandon Crawford
Murrieta/Los Angeles, CA
Riverside & Los Angeles Counties



ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 30, 2024, 1:53:48 PM

FULL NAME:

Bruce Culp

ADDRESS:

9016 Sycamore Avenue

EMAIL OR PHONE:

lakerboy526@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

This is a horrible idea. What happens if a disaster hits, such as an earthquake or fire, or an accident 
underground? All transportation stops immediately until repairs are performed, which could take months. 
It's way too expensive. 

A simple, inexpensive fleet of electric buses going down multi-lane Milliken Ave would make much more 
sense. If an earthquake, accident or fire occurs, transportation can continue immediately. It's cheap, it's 
clean, and it also reduces traffic congestion. 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list



From: Tim Watkins twatkins@gosbcta.com
Subject: Fwd: ONT Connector

Date: November 29, 2024 at 7:08!PM
To: Madison Viola Madison@costinoutreachgroup.com
Cc: Erin Ryan Erin@costinoutreachgroup.com

FYI"

Tim Watkins

Begin forwarded message:

From: Catherine Curtis <ctc91711@gmail.com>
Date: November 29, 2024 at 2:42:59!PM PST
To: ONTconnector <ONTconnector@gosbcta.com>
Subject: ONT Connector

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender
and know the content is safe.

We are very excited about and supportive of the prospect of continuing connections from the Montclair transit center on to Ontario Airport.
This would provide a way to get - by one sort of train or another - between Union Station in downtown LA and Ontario Airport, providing
lots of great transportion options for those of us living between these two fantastic destinations."

Considerations for this connection must"include the need for longer-term parking at gold line and metrolink stations, especially in the
eastern LA and western SB county area, so people can drive and take the train to Ontairo Airport or Union Station (where they can
already continue on via other ground transport to LAX).

Also, if Claremont and our surrounding sister foothill cities wish to really be transit-friendly we must plan ahead for the “last mile” issue,
either with parking at train stations or with well-publicized alternatives (Uber and ???) to get from home to trains."

I’m heading out on a flight next week and would love to NOT have to prevail upon family to give me a lift to and from ONT.

We could get people used to the idea - and start building ridership even before the train connects to ONT - by offering regular shuttle/bus
service between the Montclair Transit Center and Ontario airport."

Looking forward to updates!

Catherine Curtis & Diana Miller
ctc91711@gmail.com

Stay curious!
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 23, 2024, 8:17:33 PM

FULL NAME:

Kevin Dedicatoria

ADDRESS:

5784 Fernwood Ct.

EMAIL OR PHONE:

krdedic1@svsu.edu

COMMENTS:

I oppose the ONT Connector being built. I advocate for SBCTA to reinvest that money on investments and expansions 
for local transit and Metrolink. 
Omnitrans service is limited and infrequent at Ontario International Airport and the entire Pomona "West" Valley. I 
suggest spending it on longer service hours on Omnitrans, bus rapid transit, and Omnitrans' unconstrained plan 
(except the ONT Connector/Tunnel to ONT).

I also recommend the agency to reconsider extending the Metro A/Gold Line to Ontario International Airport. The light 
rail service has longer service hours than Metrolink and can serve more people in the San Gabriel and Pomona Valleys 
than Metrolink. The A Line extension is also consistent with the Ontario Plan 2040. I attached the a SCAG report from 
2018 & image from the Ontario Plan 2040.

Did the studies actually talk to employees at ONT? I work at the airport! Metrolink is impractical for me and likely most 
employees. The ONT Connector won't make a difference.
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From: Thomas Erickson thomaserickson42@gmail.com
Subject: ONT Connector

Date: November 1, 2024 at 3:44!PM
To: ONTconnector ONTconnector@gosbcta.com

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender
and know the content is safe.

Hello,

I was reviewing the upcoming projects for SBCTA, and noticed an
inconsistency in the planned projects.

The ONT Connector autonomous vehicle project is meant to run from the
Rancho Cucamonga Metrolink station to the Ontario Airport, and open at
an indefinite point in the future.

The West Valley BRT is funded and under construction, and will open in 2026.

What is the justification for constructing a $538.5 million dollar
tunnel underneath an existing transit corridor instead of allocating the
money to accelerating Phase 2 of the BRT, or increase service on the
corridor?

Thank you,

Thomas Erickson
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 9, 2024, 11:53:10 AM

FULL NAME:

David Flores

ADDRESS:

8378 Reche Vista Dr

EMAIL OR PHONE:

davidflores3978@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

I'm writing to express my complete indignation at the proposal to use "autonomous vehicle tunnels" for the 
connector project. Ontario is my first choice airport for travel and I would MUCH rather we make our 
existing passenger rail infrastructure more resilient and efficient by perhaps extending the A line east to 
reach the airport or extend the Metrolink Arrow west to it, as the existing service is grossly underutilized. 
People are tired of public welfare projects being sold out to the best interest of profit and coporations, from 
warehouses to car manufacturers like Tesla. The infrastructure of the region is the laughing stock of the 
world, despite California alone being among the world's largest economies We deserve better. 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 24, 2024, 8:16:02 AM

FULL NAME:

Jon Gollihugh

ADDRESS:

5212 N Roxburgh Ave Azusa CA

EMAIL OR PHONE:

crowncity@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

While I think this is a great idea it should be expanded to have a station at the Toyota center and the new 
baseball stadium being built in the Ontario Ranch area south of the airport. I live in Azusa and work in San 
Bernardino, ONT is my preferred airport. Also many times myself and my wife use the Metrolink station in 
RC to reach the area. As this part of the IE is planned to grow in the next decade having opportunities to 
move around the area to the various entertainment venues using autonomous transportation will be a huge 
benefit to people inside and outside of the immediate area. 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list



11/11/24, 10!18"AMONT Connector Public Comment Form

Page 1 of 2https://survey123.arcgis.com/surveys/f3a9014a161d414a9d279b2148a44d13/data#extent=-175.7812,-81.9232,175.7812,81.9232&objectIds=41

ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 10, 2024, 12:10:48 AM

FULL NAME:

Giovanni Gitsai Gong

ADDRESS:

1212 S Cypress Ave Apt B

EMAIL OR PHONE:

conkeru@hotmail.com

COMMENTS:

Building autonomous vehicle tunnels is a waste of money and it's not a serious transit solution. Build 
instead an A line extension or DMU extension for Arrow or both instead of building tunnels for cars. The 
Vegas Loop isn't something that should be replicated and trains are better in every damn way.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

NO, do not add me to your email distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 12, 2024, 8:27:55 PM

FULL NAME:

Andrew Graves

ADDRESS:

103 N Catalina Ave Pasadena

EMAIL OR PHONE:

andrewcgraves@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

Hello SBCTA,

I'm writing to you today to urge AGAINST the adoption of a system based on a system of "Autonomous 
electric shuttles" using a system similar to the Vegas Loop operated by Tesla. This project requires 
expensive tunneling to deliver, which would not be an issue if SBCTA planned on offering high frequency. 
However, the technology they are opting to use does NOT scale well (DEIR says 100 per hour) and has been 
proven in the Vegas Loop to be extremely ineffective for handling large influxes of people (i.e. after an 
airplane deboarding).

The board needs to reject this waste of taxpayer money and commit to building an effective link between 
ONT Airport and the rest of the transportation network for the IE and SOCAL that the region deserves. We 
need to commit to a more efficient and bulletproof implementation, such as a Metrolink extension (Riverside 
Line / SB Line extension) or another rail based alternative.

I urge you to make the smart decision for our region.

Thanks,
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 9, 2024, 10:06:16 AM

FULL NAME:

Bryan Guo

ADDRESS:

1663 Hyacinth Avenue, Redlands, California, 92373

EMAIL OR PHONE:

bryanguo77@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

I believe that using “autonomous vehicle tunnels” as connectors to ONT are a massive waste of both time 
and money, and quite frankly, also downright worse in utility compared to other options. I would instead like 
ask for an A Line extension, a DMU shuttle that can later be converted to an Arrow extension, or both.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

I do some reading and research into transportation projects as a general interest

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 27, 2024, 1:11:59 PM

FULL NAME:

Julian Hanes

ADDRESS:

229 N Saint Andrews Pl

EMAIL OR PHONE:

3235526337

COMMENTS:

I understand that elevated lines are unpopular because of visual impacts, but I seriously question the need 
for the line to be 100% underground. This line is blessed with  alignment through low-density areas, 
industrial areas, and wide boulevards with medians— all of these are ideal conditions for the choice of 
elevated rail over heavy rail.

I have struggle to see any downsides to an elevated alignment. For instance, an elevated line were placed in 
the median of Milliken road, it would be 100 feet from the closest residence— don’t you think that Milliken 
road itself, with its fast traffic and semi trucks, is far more of a blight to these residences than an elevated 
rail line could ever be? Would an elevated line really be such a big downgrade to the neighborhood?

Choosing underground over elevated would mean spending hundreds of millions more. SB county has a 
need for increased bus frequency after COVID and bus lanes to deal with rising traffic— the money is much 
better spent there.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

WORD OF MOUTH
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 13, 2024, 5:51:58 PM

FULL NAME:

Jack Hawley

ADDRESS:

1344 Grandview Ave

EMAIL OR PHONE:

jackrhawley525@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

My name is Jack, and I am a resident of Glendale, but was previously a San Bernardino resident. As a 
proponent of effective and fiscally-responsible public transit in San Bernardino County, I am deeply 
concerned that the proposed model will not meet our region's needs for reliable, scalable, and safe transit.

The top concern about the ONT Connector’s Build Alternative that must be addressed is the limited 
capacity. The project’s peak throughput of 100 passengers per hour is inadequate compared to the project’s 
own required capacity of 300 per hour and the 20,000-100,000 per hour achievable by BRT, light rail, or 
heavy rail, failing to address future demand at ONT and the Rancho Cucamonga/Brightline Station.

I ask the board to prioritize high-capacity, reliable rail solutions to meet San Bernardino County’s long-term 
transportation needs, and reject the low-capacity, high-risk, unreliable model in the Build Alternative that 
fails to provide the transit service our region deserves.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

EMAIL
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 19, 2024, 9:49:28 PM

FULL NAME:

Ray Hernandez

ADDRESS:

1440 W. Harvard Place

EMAIL OR PHONE:

rhezekiel@aol.com

COMMENTS:

Please keep me posted. I reside here in Ontario and use the Airport often for business and leisure travel I 
also travel work work in Pasadena and through LA County this will benefit our growing area so much to 
ease already congestion that we are seeing throughout the day. 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 9, 2024, 4:46:25 PM

FULL NAME:

Michael Hidayat

ADDRESS:

12689 Indian Ocean Dr, Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91739

EMAIL OR PHONE:

michaelch95@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

The autonomous vehicle tunnel is a massive waste of money. An A Line extension and/or a DMU shuttle to 
the Rancho Cucamonga station that could later be converted to an Arrow extension would better serve the 
goals of this project and be a better use of funds. 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 9, 2024, 4:18:39 PM

FULL NAME:

Lawrence Hodge

ADDRESS:

16335 Via Impresso

EMAIL OR PHONE:

ltlhodge@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

To put it bluntly, the proposed incorporation of autonomous electric vehicles within in the tunnels for 
passenger transport is dumb. This is nothing more than a rehashing of the plan brough forth by The Boring 
Company a few years prior, just without their involvement. This idea would be better if it was light, electric 
rail; a small subway system. Not only would it make sense considering that it's connecting the Rancho 
Metrolink/Brightline station, it would also make sense as far as extending the Metro Gold Line Connector 
further into the county. 

Simply having autonomous vehicles ferry people in tunnels below ground doesn't make sense. Simply 
make the system a small light rail or don't do it at all. 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 25, 2024, 2:52:53 PM

FULL NAME:

Martin S Hoecker-Martinez

ADDRESS:

306 Harford Circle

EMAIL OR PHONE:

msmithma@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

This proposal is duplicative and wasteful. SBCTA should prioritize decreasing travel times for the West 
Valley Connector (WVC), in particular by increasing the amount of dedicated bus lanes. SBCTA has better 
high capacity plan options than Connect ONT. For example the Ontario Airport Rail Access Study (2014) and 
the Hybrid Rail Study (2018) for a spur from the San Bernardino Line to the Ontario Airport or plans to 
extend the LA Metro A line A to the Ontario airport.

The duplication of the WVC and other SBCTA plans notwithstanding, the proposed vehicle types for this 
fully grade separated guideway are woefully inefficient. Other existing autonomous fixed guideway systems 
have much higher passenger capacities and throughputs which might justify the expense of a Rancho 
Cucamonga to Ontario Airport tunnel (e.g Sky Train in Vancouver BC, Skyline in Honolulu)

I hope you redirect SBCTA's efforts to any of the better options available to you,

Respectfully
Martín Hoecker-Martínez

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SBCTA Website
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 27, 2024, 2:13:29 PM

FULL NAME:

Erin Hoops

ADDRESS:

2820 E 16th St

EMAIL OR PHONE:

eehoops@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

I oppose  a “subway-like bi-directional system where passengers traveling to and from ONT will be 
transported in autonomous, zero-emission vehicles on an ‘on-demand’ basis.” This is a huge waste of 
money and time.  

This project did not fully consider using a train - a proven technology that serves this purpose well all over 
the world.  

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

WORD OF MOUTH

KEEP ME INFORMED

NO, do not add me to your email distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 19, 2024, 9:13:32 PM

FULL NAME:

MARK R JOHNSTON

ADDRESS:

4185 VAN BUREN STREET, CHINO, CA 91710

ORGANIZATION:

RESIDENT

EMAIL OR PHONE:

CANAMMJ@YAHOO.COM

COMMENTS:

Giant waste of money. No one is going to ride Express West to Rancho to transfer to this service to go to 
Ontario Airport.  They can just fly out of Vegas. Very few people will ride Metrolink to Rancho to catch this 
service either- the volume of riders on Metrolink and the passenger counts at Ontario Airport do not warrant 
the money to be spent on this. The money for this should be spent on double tracking the Metrolink line to 
facilitate very frequent service on the LA-SB line to allow Express West riders to make short quick 
connections both east & west.    Using Musks technology is also a waste- not been proven practical.   You 
would be better building a people mover or small monorail connecting Rancho train station> the Mills> 
Ontario area> ONT rental car center and then into the terminals itself.  Please, please don't speed our 
limited tax money and transportation money on this folly.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

EMAIL
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Dec 2, 2024, 8:57:32 AM

FULL NAME:

Zachary Jones

ADDRESS:

655 Baker Street #W206, Costa Mesa, CA 92626

EMAIL OR PHONE:

zachjones.media@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

As a user of public transit and the Ontario airport I believe that a direct train connection is the best option. 
Extending Metro light rail or Metrolink's arrow would provide greater capacity for future growth. Trains 
would also have a much lower enviornmental impact than busses on tires 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

WORD OF MOUTH

KEEP ME INFORMED

NO, do not add me to your email distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 9, 2024, 3:02:31 PM

FULL NAME:

Kevin Kivikoski

ADDRESS:

Redlands, CA

EMAIL OR PHONE:

nospam973@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

I have questions about the on demand autonomous battery operated vehicles. Is this kind of system 
operational anywhere in the world? How successful are they?
Would it be cheaper to use traditional driverless subway cars, that run on a third rail or overhead catenary, 
with regular service?

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 10, 2024, 7:57:18 PM

FULL NAME:

Michael Kusaba

ADDRESS:

11822 Lindblade Street

EMAIL OR PHONE:

mkusaba94@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

Please DO NOT consider an autonomous vehicle tunnel project. 

These are a waste of valuable time and money. There are many other tried and true solutions such as 
heavy/light rail instead. Using heavy/light rail offers familiarity on all aspects of this project not limited to 
previous project management experience, systems maintenance, and pre-existing suppliers in the United 
States. 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

WORD OF MOUTH

KEEP ME INFORMED

NO, do not add me to your email distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 10, 2024, 11:15:46 AM

FULL NAME:

Rom Lacuesta

ADDRESS:

7951 Hemingway Ct, Fontana, CA, 92336

EMAIL OR PHONE:

lacuestarom@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

I’m in favor of this connector, it would benefit commuters connecting to ONT from Metrolink station. Less 
missed flights because of a dedicated connector. Please build this

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 21, 2024, 1:47:44 PM

FULL NAME:

Ryan Lee

ADDRESS:

8362 Sunset Trail Place

EMAIL OR PHONE:

rlee1390@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

Would an on-ground people mover (similar to LAX) be far cheaper?
Would a below-ground people mover be cheaper?

The *idea* of the project is great; linking ONT to the RC Metrolink (and soon-to-be Brightline) station. But 
the autonomous EVs seems like the project is trying to be too "cute" "tech-savy" instead of useful. An on-
ground people mover might be cheaper and more useful. A below-ground people mover might be far 
cheaper.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

WORD OF MOUTH

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list



From: Tim Watkins twatkins@gosbcta.com
Subject: FW: ONT Connector

Date: November 13, 2024 at 5:03!PM
To: Madison Viola Madison@costinoutreachgroup.com, Erin Ryan Erin@costinoutreachgroup.com

"
"
From: Tim Watkins
Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2024 5:03 PM
To: Ryan Leifield <rleifield@gmail.com>
Subject: RE: ONT Connector
"
Thank you Ryan." Your comments are received and we will make sure they are included in
the Draft EIR for the ONT Connector Project.
"
"
San Bernardino County Transportation Authority
1170 West Third Street, 2nd Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92410
"
"
From: Ryan Leifield <rleifield@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2024 5:02 PM
To: ONTconnector <ONTconnector@gosbcta.com>
Subject: ONT Connector
"
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links
or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
"

Hi, my name is Ryan Leifield. I'm an Ontario Airport passenger and Metrolink rider. I
strongly oppose the ONT connector and feel that it's totally the wrong direction for
San Bernardino to go. We should be thinking of mass transit for the public to create
car-less regional connectivity for as many people as possible. It seems like a huge
expenditure of resources for an ill-advised scheme."
"
Thank you!
Ryan Leifield
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 16, 2024, 1:00:34 PM

FULL NAME:

Donald Leong

ADDRESS:

7539 Kenwood Pl

EMAIL OR PHONE:

autonotification.colab.mime@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

I disagree with the findings found in the Draft EIR. Based on the Draft EIR, the Metro Gold (A) line extension 
via Cucamonga Creek was cited as infeasible because it "impacts water drainage" and "only serves 
travelers from the west". However, people could take Metrolink or Omnitrans from the east and connect to 
the A line extension. As for the proposed autonomous vehicle system, I find it excessive that the tunnel is 
70 feet below the ground, given that the majority of the line runs through industrial areas and warehouses. 
The vehicles themselves also provide poor capacity; they can only transport 100 people per hour in small 
pods which provides a cramped experience especially for people with luggage having to cram inside the 
tiny vehicle. A rubber tire train system, DMU, or LRT could provide more room for people and their luggage. 
I strongly urge the SBCTA to reconsider their proposal as it clearly does not meet the needs of ONT users 
as well as other suggested alternatives.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

Online

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 9, 2024, 10:56:17 AM

FULL NAME:

Nicholas Leong

ADDRESS:

7540 Kenwood Pl

EMAIL OR PHONE:

leongnicholas18@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

The proposal as it stands currently with autonomous rubber tire pods is not beneficial to us at all, as it only 
serves limited areas and does not integrate well with the rest of the public transportation system. I would 
instead like to see a Metro LRT extension to ONT (A line) via Rancho Cucamonga and/or upgrading the 
under construction SBX purple line to have bus lanes and signal pre emption (along airport grounds and/or 
the ENTIRE route) to the airport.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

Online on SBCTA website

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 12, 2024, 9:03:54 AM

FULL NAME:

Jonah Linder

ADDRESS:

2206 Guthrie Dr, 90034

EMAIL OR PHONE:

jonahlinder@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

Dear SBCTA,

I highly encourage you to look to extended the A line, and a DMU shuttle that can later be converted to an 
Arrow extension. "Autonomous vehicle tunnels" are unproven, untested, dangerous and expensive 
endeavors. SoCal isn't the guinea pig for this tech, no one agreed to it. 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

NO, do not add me to your email distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 5, 2024, 2:27:19 PM

FULL NAME:

Daniel Ryan Lucero

ADDRESS:

4965 Harrison Street

EMAIL OR PHONE:

danielryandesign@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

With the money that would be use for a tunnel I would like to suggest  to put that towards extending the 
Metro A Line from Montclair to Rancho then down to ONT- this would create a direct rout between future 
high speed rail and ONT, and would connect the foothill communities with a one seat ride to both high 
speed rail and ONT 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list



From: Byron Lutz byronlutz@gmail.com
Subject: ONT Connector

Date: November 13, 2024 at 4:22!PM
To: ONTconnector ONTconnector@gosbcta.com
Cc: clerkoftheboard clerkoftheboard@gosbcta.com, rmarquez@chinohills.org, awapner@ontarioca.gov

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender
and know the content is safe.

Dear Chair Marquez, SBCTA
 Board Members, and ONT Connector Project Staff,

My
 name is Byron Lutz. I'm a resident of Los Angeles and I work (and seasonally live) in Angelus Oaks. I would like to comment on the 
DEIR and
express my strong opposition to the Ontario International Airport (ONT) Connector project as proposed. As a proponent of 
effective and fiscally-responsible public transit in San Bernardino County, I am deeply concerned that the proposed model will not
 meet our region's needs for reliable, scalable, and safe transit between ONT and Rancho Cucamonga Metrolink/Future Brightline 
West Station.

Key
 concerns about the ONT Connector’s Build Alternative that must be addressed in the EIR:

Limited Capacity:
The project’s peak throughput of 100 passengers per hour is inadequate compared to the project’s own required capacity of 
300 per hour and the 20,000-100,000 per hour achievable by BRT, light rail, or heavy
 rail, failing to address future demand at ONT and the Rancho Cucamonga/Brightline Station. 100 passengers per hour is 
comically low capacity for a connector to a growing airport.
That's only slightly above the capacity of
single articulated bus.

Safety & Emergency Concerns:
 The Boring Company’s Las Vegas Loop, a similar model that is privately operated, has been plagued by traffic, slowdowns, 
confusion among drivers, and serious safety and EMS concerns during construction and in operation.

Costs & Funding Risks:
 The $490+ million estimate for this project is likely understated, given LA Metro light rail costs at similar project lengths 
ranging from $1-7 billion. Address funding instability and sources, given that the project is severely uncompetitive, receiving 
$0
 from the most recent round of California TIRCP grants.

Redundant Shuttle Service:
 This project will duplicate above-ground ONT Connect shuttle service and West Valley Connector BRT without enhancing 
capacity. Is this project even necessary?

Environmental Impacts:
 This project will increase VMT and emissions during construction and will be ineffective in reducing long-term congestion, air 
pollution, or greenhouse gas compared to rail due to limited service capacity for mode shift. Provide an honest analysis of the 
proposed
 project vs rail alternatives with regards to VMT, congestion, and emissions.

SBCTA
 should pursue real rail alternatives, as recommended in prior studies in 2008, 2014, and 2018. Options such as a
Metrolink Riverside Line extension West to ONT and a Brightline West/Metrolink
 San Bernardino Line extension South to ONT would be more competitive for state and federal transit funding and better suited for 
future demand.

I
 ask the board to prioritize high-capacity, reliable rail solutions to meet San Bernardino County’s long-term transportation needs, and 



 ask the board to prioritize high-capacity, reliable rail solutions to meet San Bernardino County’s long-term transportation needs, and 
reject the low-capacity, high-risk, unreliable model in the Build Alternative that fails to provide the transit service our
 region deserves.

This
 Elon Musk tunnel solution is more of a joke and a scam than a real transit solution. Look at the tunnel in Las Vegas that
still doesn't have autonomous driving, even though Musk has been promising it's only a few months or years away
for the last decade.

Sincerely,  
Byron
 Lutz
Los
 Angeles (Los Angeles County) and Angelus Oaks (San Bernardino County)
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 23, 2024, 9:41:24 PM

FULL NAME:

Nathan Machida

ADDRESS:

4302 EASTERN AVE N, Seattle, WA 98103

EMAIL OR PHONE:

nhmachida@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

Please consider that since there will be surges of passengers using the facility when either a 
regional/intercity train arrives in RC or during peak arrival times at ONT, that a high capacity vehicle type 
like a traditional automated train (like Vancouver SkyTrain) or APM type train is more suitable for this facility 
than on-demand personal transit vehicles that can only transport one party at a time.  The latter would 
result in boarding queues forming at either end of the new line, which add minutes to the journey, which will 
deter people from using transit instead of a personal vehicle.  Making passengers wait for more than one 
vehicle is not a good experience.

Running a more traditional automated train that can handle the general number of waiting passengers every 
2-5 min is an excellent passenger experience and can be implemented with proven existing technology.

Having it be a tunnel is smart.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 19, 2024, 8:48:01 PM

FULL NAME:

Alejandro Marino

ADDRESS:

9730 El Paseo Dr., Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730

EMAIL OR PHONE:

amarino2010@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

Please ditch this tunnel and autonomous crap and extend the Metro A Line to ONT Airport. This is a good 
place to start: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Jrv6LSZab5Y&t=1406s

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 18, 2024, 1:51:35 PM

FULL NAME:

thomas matlock

ADDRESS:

1614 East Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA, USA

ORGANIZATION:

MDB ret.

EMAIL OR PHONE:

tom@matlockdb.com

COMMENTS:

this would be a huge waste of taxpayer dollars.  Unfortunately, the decision makers do not concern 
themselves with this kind of waste. There is no rational way to justify such a project.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

EMAIL

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 30, 2024, 4:56:28 PM

FULL NAME:

Aaron McCain

ADDRESS:

2210 Blossom Lane, La Verne, CA 91750

EMAIL OR PHONE:

aaron.mccain@zerozillion.com

COMMENTS:

I do not support the use of autonomous electric road vehicles for ONT Connector. They produce pollutants 
from tire and brake wear, which contributes to the region’s terrible air and water quality It will wash into our 
rivers and oceans, harming local wildlife and groundwater. Steel-wheeled light rail trains would produce 
less particulate matter per rider and avoid the harmful chemical compounds that come from rubber tires. 
They also use less energy than rubber tires.
The proposed vehicles are not the most enery efficient. Battery production has large negative 
environmental impact. Every time a battery is charged, energy is lost. The losses increase over the lifetime 
of the battery. The vehicles should be powered by overhead catenary. It would provide consistent power 
supply with no losses in performance or efficiency over time. It would also eliminate charging time, 
reducing vehicle down time and the number of vehicles needed. 
Please reconsider the plan for this project. Thank you.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 10, 2024, 1:24:00 PM

FULL NAME:

Michael McLeod

ADDRESS:

3777 Mission Inn Ave, Apt 434, Riverside, CA 92501

EMAIL OR PHONE:

mcleodm19@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

Build it! We need real transit options to ONT. If we take lessons learned from LAX, it’s infinitely cheaper to 
do transit projects today than when they’re desperately needed. 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list



1

Lee, Jennifer J

From: Masaki Mendoza <masakimendoza@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, December 2, 2024 11:18 PM
To: clerkoftheboard
Cc: rmarquez@chinohills.org; awapner@ontarioca.gov
Subject: ONT Connector Public Comment, December 4, 2024
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 24, 2024, 8:55:01 PM

FULL NAME:

Brent Merideth

ADDRESS:

29733 Southwood Ln, Highland, CA 92346

EMAIL OR PHONE:

meridethbl@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

Providing a non-car link to the airport is long overdue. But, the proposed system seems designed to 
prevent people from using it. Will a project succeed if those who use mass transit or walk must walk further 
than those who drive? In the Ontario connector project, this is the case at both the RC end and the Ontario 
end. A successful system must go to the airport, not the airport parking lot. Likewise, the collector must be 
at the train, not the train parking lot. This is especially true since the users are flying, so they’ll have 
luggage, and sometimes lots of it. There’s already an underground pedestrian tunnel at the RC station. 
Connecting to that existing infrastructure would likely be more efficient for the traveler. Lyft and Uber will 
get them closer to the train and the ticket counter with only slightly less convenience. 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 24, 2024, 8:59:51 PM

FULL NAME:

Brent Merideth

ADDRESS:

29733 Southwood Ln, Highland, CA 92346

EMAIL OR PHONE:

meridethbl@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

The Connector will travel essentially through Ontario Mills and, as far as I can tell, there will be no way for 
shoppers or employees to exit at this hub? It seems like a lost opportunity, especially if the strength of this 
underground pod option is that they have on-call pod flexibility. 
Is a tunnel really the best way to quickly get people from point A to point B? If the primary goal is increased 
traveler speed, I’d think an overhead tramway or overhead rail would be as fast. Speed cannot be the 
highest scoring metric if the start and finish of the line are located in parking lots. If it’s about cost, 
tunneling is very expensive. A quick google search says tunneling is $250M to $1B per mile while an 
elevated track is $100M to $300M per mile. A cable tramway is a fraction of either cost at around $50M per 
mile, and using a detached cable system, it can move quickly. Or extend Brightline through the airport and 
terminate at the new Ontario Metrolink station west of the airport.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

NO, do not add me to your email distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 24, 2024, 9:48:22 PM

FULL NAME:

Brent Merideth

ADDRESS:

29733 Southwood Ln, Highland, CA

EMAIL OR PHONE:

meridethbl@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

Don’t forget the other, closer Metrolink line serving areas south of the airport. The Riverside Metrolink line 
includes the East Ontario Metrolink station, which is located in a population desert at least a mile from the 
nearest home. It is much closer to the airport than the RC station is. This is a good opportunity to move that 
station to the west end of the airport near where people live, and the Ontario Amtrak station, and away from 
warehouses, and extend the Ontario Connector to it so Riverside and Jurupa Valley residents can use it too.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

NO, do not add me to your email distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 21, 2024, 1:23:42 PM

FULL NAME:

Ernest Felix Mesa

ADDRESS:

17364 Anastasia Ave

EMAIL OR PHONE:

newgun2000@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

THIS SEEMS LIKE A HUGE WASTE OF TAXPAYERS MONEY, AND IF IT DOES NOT PAY FOR ITSELF THEN 
WE WILL HAVE TO PAY FOR IT. I WATCH THE LARGE SBX BUSES IN SAN BERNARDINO AND NEVER SEE 
MORE THEN A FEW PEOPLE ON ANY OF THEM.  THE COUNTY SPENT MILLIONS ON THESE SPECIAL 
BUSES AND ON THERE OWN LANES. I THINK THE TAXPAYERS WERE LEFT PAYING FOR THIS AND THEY 
WILL WITH A UNWANTED AND NEEDED TUNNEL. 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 18, 2024, 10:07:36 PM

FULL NAME:

He Muñoz

ADDRESS:

309 West Philadelphia Street

EMAIL OR PHONE:

paradoxadk@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

In an effort to continue the reduction of poor air quality that plagues the city of Ontario for decades, it is 
imperative that the city of Ontario and Rancho Cucamonga expand & prepare its public transportation 
services. By being proactive, all areas of the cities can be connected to this project with buses/trolleys and 
light rail lines at major intersections within the area. This should reduce the influx of traffic congestion for 
Ontarians

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

WORD OF MOUTH

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list



12/2/24, 12!52"PMONT Connector Public Comment Form

Page 1 of 2https://survey123.arcgis.com/surveys/f3a9014a161d414a9d279b2148a44…16.1719,-66.6530,16.1719,66.6530&mapTableRatio=40,60&objectIds=54

ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 11, 2024, 8:42:23 PM

FULL NAME:

Matthew Munson

ADDRESS:

943 N GARDENIA AVE ONTARIO CA 91762

EMAIL OR PHONE:

9095253296

COMMENTS:

How will the traffic be impacted due to construction? will it be a cluster**** like the BRT situation on Holt? 
Or will it be more subdued? I have to deal with an extra 5 minutes extra on my commute each way due to 
construction already. Will there be noise issues for those who work above ground when they are drilling? 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

NO, do not add me to your email distribution list



12/2/24, 10!11"AMONT Connector Public Comment Form
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ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 27, 2024, 10:03:51 AM

FULL NAME:

Matthew Murphy

ADDRESS:

1524 Council Street

EMAIL OR PHONE:

matthewmurphy26@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

I work  and ride public transit every week in Rancho Cucamonga and think that this tunnel is a pricy 
spectacle- if the county wants to seriously scale the airport, it's surrounding transit should be appropriately 
scaled as well. There is plenty of existing rail infrastructure near this airport that only needs relatively short 
connections in order to be activated at scale to best serve the area. With the Brightline station just a few 
years out, the SBCTA should consider an extension of the Arrow service from Redlands, whereupon the 
track diverges at the Rancho metrolink/ brightline station down Milliken to the Airport, and perhaps on to 
the LA/ Alhambra subdivisions. If the SBCTA is willing to spend so much money on a frivolous project such 
as these car tunnels, which will serve only a fraction of customers as a rail link will (and without the 
potential of intermediate stations). At the very least, it is better off expanding the existing bus shuttle 
service with dedicated bus lanes.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

WORD OF MOUTH

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list



From: Allen N anatian@gmail.com
Subject: ONT Connector

Date: November 13, 2024 at 3:32!PM
To: ONTconnector ONTconnector@gosbcta.com
Cc: clerkoftheboard clerkoftheboard@gosbcta.com, rmarquez@chinohills.org, awapner@ontarioca.gov

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender
and know the content is safe.

Dear Chair Marquez, SBCTA Board
 Members, and ONT Connector Project Staff,

My
 name is Allen, and I am a resident of LA, an ONT airport passenger, and a Metrolink rider. 
I would like to comment on the DEIR and express my strong opposition to the Ontario 
International Airport (ONT) Connector project as proposed. As a proponent of effective
 and fiscally-responsible public transit in San Bernardino County, I am deeply concerned 
that the proposed model will not meet our region's needs for reliable, scalable, and safe 
transit between ONT and Rancho Cucamonga Metrolink/Future Brightline West Station.

Key
 concerns about the ONT Connector’s Build Alternative that must be addressed in the EIR:

Limited Capacity:
 The project’s peak throughput of 100 passengers per hour is inadequate compared 
to the project’s own required capacity of 300 per hour and the 20,000-100,000 per 
hour achievable by BRT, light rail, or heavy rail, failing to address future demand at 
ONT and
 the Rancho Cucamonga/Brightline Station.

Safety & Emergency Concerns:
 The Boring Company’s Las Vegas Loop, a similar model that is privately operated, 
has been plagued by traffic, slowdowns, confusion among drivers, and serious safety 
and EMS concerns during construction and in operation.

Costs & Funding Risks:
 The $490+ million estimate for this project is likely understated, given LA Metro light 
rail costs at similar project lengths ranging from $1-7 billion. Address funding 
instability and sources, given that the project is severely uncompetitive, receiving $0
 from the most recent round of California TIRCP grants.

Redundant Shuttle Service:



Redundant Shuttle Service:
 This project will duplicate above-ground ONT Connect shuttle service and West 
Valley Connector BRT without enhancing capacity. Is this project even necessary?

Environmental Impacts:
 This project will increase VMT and emissions during construction and will be 
ineffective in reducing long-term congestion, air pollution, or greenhouse gas 
compared to rail due to limited service capacity for mode shift. Provide an honest 
analysis of the proposed
 project vs rail alternatives with regards to VMT, congestion, and emissions.

SBCTA
 should pursue real rail alternatives, as recommended in prior studies in 2008, 2014, and 
2018. Options such as a
Metrolink Riverside Line
 extension West to ONT and a Brightline West/Metrolink San Bernardino Line extension South 
to ONT would be more competitive for state and federal transit funding and better suited for 
future demand.

I
 ask the board to prioritize high-capacity, reliable rail solutions to meet San Bernardino 
County’s long-term transportation needs, and reject the low-capacity, high-risk, unreliable 
model in the Build Alternative that fails to provide the transit service our
 region deserves.

"Tesla
 Tunnels" are not public transportation. They are a gimmick.

Sincerely,""
Allen
LA



11/11/24, 10!20"AMONT Connector Public Comment Form

Page 1 of 2https://survey123.arcgis.com/surveys/f3a9014a161d414a9d279b2148a44d13/data #extent=-175.7812,-81.9232,175.7812,81.9232&objectIds=51

ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Nov 10, 2024, 9:09:13 PM

FULL NAME:

Allen Natian 

ADDRESS:

Los Angeles, CA 90731

EMAIL OR PHONE:

anatian@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

The Òautonomous vehicle tunnelsÓ are a massive waste of money and a boondoggle, and should be an A 
Line extension, a DMU shuttle that can later be converted to an Arrow extension, or both instead. 

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE PROJECT?

SOCIAL MEDIA

KEEP ME INFORMED

YES, add me to your distribution list



10/31/24, 9! 30"AMONT Connector Public Comment Form

Page 1 of 2https://survey123.arcgis.com/surveys/f3a9014a161d414a9d279b2148a44d13/data #extent=-32.3437,-85.8316,32.3437,85.8316&objectIds=5

ONT Connector Public Comment Form
Submitted by: Anonymous user

Submitted time: Oct 19, 2024, 12:13:36 AM

FULL NAME:

javier navarro

ADDRESS:

7470 Blanchard ave, Fontana, CA

EMAIL OR PHONE:

javiernavarrohello@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

I was looking at the document and I think it is fine and fully support the planned tunnel. However, I think 
there should be a consideration of a planned extension towards the Metrolink east ontario station as well. 
One of the biggest problems in the region, is that there isn't enough north south connectivity using public 
transit. By extending the tunnel south to the Riverside line, it would give people coming from Riverside an 
alternative to get to the airport. Right now if a person were living near downtown Riverside, and would want 
to get to the airport, their only option is via passenger vehicle. This would give them an alternative to the 
purgatory that is known as the I-15 between the 60 and the 10 freeway
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