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Appendix B LIST OF PREPARERS 

Parsons  

Greg Berg, Senior Scientist. B.A. in Acoustics, Columbia College Chicago. 11 years of 

experience. Contribution: Author of the Noise and Vibration Technical Study. 

Stephanie Blanco, Principal Planner. B.S., Biology, University of California, Riverside. 

Master of Public Administration, California State University, San Bernardino. 

17 years of experience in environmental planning and management. Contribution: 

QA/QC review of Initial Site Assessment (ISA) and Biological Study Report. 

Joza M. Burnam, Senior Planner. B.S., Environmental Sciences, University of California, 

Riverside. 9 years of air quality and noise experience. Contribution: Reviewed the 

Noise Study Report and Air Quality Study; contributing author of the draft 

environmental document. 

Monica Corpuz, Associate Planner. M.A., Anthropology-Public Archaeology, California State 

University, Northridge. 3 years of environmental planning experience, more than 

10 years of academic and professional experience in California archaeology. 

Contribution: Author of the Historic Properties Survey Report (HPSR), Historic 

Resources Evaluation Report (HRER), and Archaeological Survey Report (ASR) and 

contributing author of the draft environmental document. 

Theresa Dickerson, Principal Planner. B.S., Landscape Architecture. 28 years of land use 

and environmental planning experience. Contribution: QA/QC review of the Visual 

Impact Assessment and contributing author to the draft environmental document. 

Amy Eckland, Senior Environmental Planner. B.S., Natural Resources Conservation and 

Management, University of Kentucky. M.S., Plant and Soil Science, University of 

Kentucky. 18 years of NEPA/environmental planning experience. Contribution: 

QA/QC review of draft environmental document. 

Sidra Fatima, Associate Planner. B.S., Urban and Regional Planning; Minor in Geographic 

Information Systems (GIS), California State Polytechnic University, Pomona. 2 years 

of planning experience. Contribution: Mapping support for the Biological Study 

Report. 

Greg King, Senior Project Planner. B.A., History, University of California, Santa Barbara. 

Master of Arts, Public Historical Studies, University of California, Santa Barbara. 

35 years of environmental planning experience. Contribution: Reviewed the HRER 

and ASR, and contributed evaluations of properties for the HRER.  
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Anne Kochaon, Qualified Environmental Professional, Principal Project Manager. M.S. 

Environmental Engineering, Asian Institute of Technology, Bangkok, Thailand; 

33 years of experience in environmental planning and impact assessment. 

Contribution: Chief Editor/Manager of the environmental document. 

Liz Koos, Lead Technical Editor. 28 years of editing experience. Contribution: Technical 

Editor. 

Jeffrey Lormand, Registered Landscape Architect (CA Number 3576). Masters in 

Landscape Architecture, University of Arizona. 10 years of visual impact assessment 

experience. Contribution: Contributing author to the Visual Impact Assessment. 

Robert Malone, AICP, Project Planner. B.S., Management, Clemson University. Master of 

Regional Planning, University of Massachusetts, Amherst. 16 years of environmental 

planning experience. Contribution: QA/QC review of Community Impact Report and 

contributing author of the draft environmental document. 

Eve Moir, Associate Planner. Master of Urban Regional Planning, California State 

Polytechnic University, Pomona. 1 year of environmental planning experience. 

Contribution: Biological research and evaluations of properties for the HRER. 

Loren Corey Phillips, Landscape Designer. Bachelor of Landscape Architecture, University 

of Arkansas, Fayetteville. 5 years of landscape design and landscape architecture 

experience. Contribution: Contributing author to the Visual Impact Assessment. 

Arianne Preite, Principal Scientist. M.S., Environmental Science, B.S., Biological Science. 

California State University, Fullerton. 16 years of environmental planning/biology 

experience. Contribution: Author of the Biological Study Report. 

Andrea Reeves Engelman, Senior Environmental Planner. B.S., Environmental Resources, 

Arizona State University. 16 years of environmental planning experience. 

Contribution: Contributing author of the draft environmental document.  

James Santos, Principal Planner. B.A., Urban Economics, and B.A., English, University of 

Toronto. 10 years of experience in environmental and transportation planning. 

Contribution: QA/QC review of draft environmental document. 

Angela Schnapp, Principal Planner. M.S. Environmental Engineering, University of Illinois, 

Urbana, Illinois; 18 years of experience in environmental planning and impact 

assessment. Contribution: QA/QC of Initial Site Assessment Addendum; and 

contributing author of the draft environmental document. 

Veronica Seyde, Project Scientist. Certified Professional in Erosion and Sediment Control; 

Certified Professional in Storm Water Quality; Qualified Storm Water Pollution 
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Prevention Plan Developer. M.S., Environmental Studies, California State University, 

Fullerton. 25 years of experience in water quality sciences. Contribution: Author of 

the Water Quality Report. 

Vincent Tong, Associate Planner. B.S., Environmental Engineering, University of California, 

San Diego. Master of Urban and Regional Planning, University of California, Irvine. 

1 year of environmental planning experience. Contribution: Contributing author of the 

Community Impact Report. 

Brian Upchurch, Associate Planner. B.S., Geography with an emphasis in GIS, California 

State Polytechnic University, Pomona. 1 year of environmental planning and GIS 

experience. Contribution: Mapping support for technical studies. 

Tony K. Hui, Planner. B.S., Global and International Studies, Sociology, University of 

California, Santa Barbara. Master of Public Policy, University of Southern California. 

1 year of environmental planning experience. Contribution: Technical editing, 

mapping support, and contributing author of the Community Impact Report, Visual 

Impact Assessment, Biological Study Report, and draft environmental document. 

Ruben E. Urenda, Senior Noise Technician. Associate of Science, Computer Aided Drafting, 

ITT Technical Institute. 10 years of technical and CAD support in noise and vibration 

studies. Contribution: Conducted noise measurements and provided technical and 

CAD support for the Noise and Vibration Study.  

Jill Vesci, Architectural Historian. BA, Art History, New York University. MA Architecture, 

Historic Preservation, University of Southern California.  10 years of experience on 

the faculty of architecture at the Southern California Institute of Architecture and 15 

years as an historic preservation practitioner.  Contribution: Reviewed the HRER and 

the evaluations of properties for the HRER. 

Uyenlan Vu, Senior Planner. B.A., Environmental Analysis & Design/Social Ecology, 

University of California, Irvine. M.S., Urban & Regional Planning, University of 

Wisconsin-Madison. M.S., Water Resources Management, University of Wisconsin-

Madison. 8 years of environmental planning experience. Contribution: Author of 

Section 4(f), and contributing author of the Community Impact Report and draft 

environmental document. 

Jessica C. Wilkinson, AICP, Senior Planner. B.A., Political Science/Public Administration; 

Master of Urban and Regional Planning, California State Polytechnic University, 

Pomona. 15 years of City and environmental planning experience. Contribution: 

Contributing author of the draft environmental document. 
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Cambridge Systematics 

Eric Bierce, Senior Transportation Planner. B.A., Physical Sciences, University of California, 

Berkeley. 30 years of experience in transportation planning and travel demand 

forecasting. Contribution: Transit market analysis, travel demand forecasts and 

analysis of user benefits. 

Group Delta 

Glenn Burks, Ph.D., P.E. Director of Environmental Services. B.S., Chemical Engineering, 

University of California, San Diego; Ph.D., Environmental Engineering, University of 

California, Los Angeles. More than 16 years of environmental site assessment and 

remediation design experience, as well as environmental construction and 

compliance management on large-scale projects such as the Gerald Desmond 

Bridge Rehabilitation Project and new Google Playa Vista Facility Project. 

Contribution: Oversight of the ISA. 

Aapris Frisbie, Project Geologist. B.S., Environmental Science, University of California, 

Riverside; M.S., Geological Sciences, University of California, Riverside. 3 years of 

environmental assessment and impact analysis experience. Contribution: Author of 

the ISA. 

Gruen Associates 

Elaine Carbrey, AIA, AICP, Associate Partner/Urban Planner & Registered Architect in 

California. Bachelor of Architecture, Louisiana State University. 48 years of 

experience in urban and regional planning, land use, urban design, master planning, 

transit, new communities planning, transportation, educational, environmental 

assessment, and architectural projects. Contribution: Refinement of alignment and 

station locations, station design, and participation in the visual impact analysis. 

Orlando Gonzalez, Urban Planner. Bachelor of Architecture, University of Notre Dame. 

16 years of experience in urban planning, land use, urban design, master planning, 

transit, transportation, and architectural projects. Contribution: Refinement of 

alignment and station locations, station design, and renderings for visual impact 

analysis. 

Paleo Solutions 

Evelyn N. Chandler, Principal Archaeologist. B.A., Anthropology, University of Redlands, 

California. Master of Arts, Archaeology and Heritage, University of Leicester, 

England. 26 years of cultural resources management experience. Contribution: 

Contributed to the HPSR and ASR. 
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Courtney Richards, Principal Paleontologist. B.S., Earth and Space Sciences, University of 

Washington, Washington. Master of Science, Biological Sciences, Marshall 

University, West Virginia. 15 years of paleontological experience. Contribution: 

Contributed to the PIR/PER.  

Iteris 

Viggen Davidian, P.E., Vice President. B.S., Civil Engineering, Iowa State University; M.S., 
Civil Engineering (Transportation), University of California, Berkeley. 36 years of 
experience in transportation planning and traffic engineering. Contribution: Traffic 
Operations oversight. 

Deepak Kaushik, P.E., Senior Engineer. B.S., Civil Engineering, University of California, 
Irvine. 14 years of experience in transportation planning and traffic engineering. 
Contribution: Traffic Operations contributing author. 

Michael Meyer, T.E., Vice President. B.S., Civil Engineering, University of California, 
Berkeley; M.A., Transportation Planning and Public Policy, University of California, 
Berkeley. 40 years of experience in transportation planning and traffic engineering. 
Contribution: Traffic Operations oversight. 

Dina Saleh, Associate Engineer. B.S., Civil Engineering, University of California, Irvine. 

4 years of experience in transportation planning and traffic engineering. Contribution: 

Traffic Operations contributing author. 

Terry A. Hayes Associates Inc. 

Sam Silverman, Senior Associate. B.S., Environmental Studies, University of California, 

Santa Barbara. M.S., Public Health, University of California, Los Angeles. 15 years of 

environmental planning experience. Contribution: Task Manager for the Air Quality, 

Greenhouse Gas, and Energy Studies. 

Anders Sutherland, Environmental Scientist. B.S., Atmospheric, Oceanic, and 

Environmental Sciences, University of California, Los Angeles. 7 years of air quality 

consulting experience. Contribution: Author of the Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas, and 

Energy Studies. 
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Appendix C LIST OF ACRONYMS 

F degrees Fahrenheit 

µg/m3 micrograms per cubic meter 

AA Alternatives Analysis 

AADT average annual daily traffic 

AB Assembly Bill 

ACHP Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 

ACM asbestos-containing material 

ADA Americans with Disabilities Act 

AMS Alternative Management Standards 

AOC Area of Concern 

APE Area of Potential Effect 

APN Assessor Parcel Number 

APTA American Public Transportation Association 

AQMP Air Quality Management Plan 

ARA Agricultural Resource Areas 

ARB California Air Resources Board 

ASR Archaeological Survey Report 

AST aboveground storage tank 

ASTM American Society for Testing and Materials 

Basin South Coast Air Basin 

BFE base flood elevation 

bgs below ground surface 

BMPs Best Management Practices 

BRT Bus rapid transit 

BSA Biological Study Area 

BTU British thermal unit 

BTEX benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene  

CAA Clean Air Act 

CAAQS California Ambient Air Quality Standards 

CAC Citizens Advisory Committee 

CAGN California gnatcatcher 
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CalEPA California Environmental Protection Agency 

CALGreen Green Building Standards Code 

Caltrans California Department of Transportation 

CAP Climate Action Plan 

CAPCOA California Air Pollution Control Officers Association 

CAT Climate Action Team 

CCR California Code of Regulations 

CCTV Closed-Ciruit Television 

CDFW California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

CEC California Energy Commission 

CE/CE Categorical Exemption/Categorical Exclusion 

CEQ Council on Environmental Quality 

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act 

CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability 
Act of 1980 

CESA California Endangered Species Act 

CFR Code of Federal Regulations 

CGP Construction General Permit 

CH critical habitat 

CH4 methane 

CLG Certified Local Government 

CNDDB California Natural Diversity Database 

CNG compressed natural gas 

CNPS California Native Plant Society 

CO carbon monoxide 

CO2 carbon dioxide 

CO2e carbon dioxide equivalent 

CPUC California Public Utilities Commission 

CR+6 hexavalent chromium 

CRHR California Register of Historic Resources 

CRMMP Cultural Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan 

CWA Clean Water Act 

DAP Displacement Avoidance Plan 

dB decibel 
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dBA A-weighted decibel 

DEH Department of Environmental Health 

DGE diesel gallon equivalent 

DHHS Department of Health and Human Services 

DOT United States Department of Transportation 

DPR California Department of State Parks and Recreation 

DSF Delhi sands flower-loving fly 

DTSC Department of Toxic Substances Control 

EA Environmental Assessment 

EIR Environmental Impact Report 

EIS Environmental Impact Statement 

EO Executive Order 

EPA United States Environmental Protection Agency 

EPD Employment Protection District 

ESA environmentally sensitive area 

EVVMF East Valley Vehicle Maintenance Facility 

FAR floor area ratio 

FEMA Federal Emergency Management Agency 

FESA Federal Endangered Species Act 

FHWA Federal Highway Administration 

FIRM Flood Insurance Rate Map 

FIS Flood Insurance Study 

FONSI Finding of No Significant Impact 

FR Federal Register 

FTA Federal Transit Administration 

FTIP Federal Transportation Improvement Program 

GHG greenhouse gas 

GIS Geographic Information System 

GPS Global Positioning System 

HABS Historic American Building Survey 

HAER Historic American Engineering Record 

HASP Health and Safety Plan 

HCM Highway Capacity Manual 
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H2S hydrogen sulfide 

HPSR Historic Property Survey Report 

HREC Historical Recognized Environmental Condition 

HRER Historical Resources Evaluation Report 

HSA hydrologic subarea 

HVAC heating, ventilation, and air conditioning 

Hz hertz 

I-10 Interstate 10 

I-15 Interstate 15 

I-215 Interstate 215 

IEPR Integrated Energy Policy Report 

IEUA Inland Empire Utilities Agency 

IGP General Industrial Activity Storm Water Permit 

ISA Initial Site Assessment 

ITS Intelligent Transportation System 

LAWA Los Angeles World Airports 

lb/day pounds per day 

LBP lead-based paint 

Ldn day night average noise level 

Leq equivalent noise level 

LEV Low Emission Vehicle 

LID low impact development 

Lmax maximum level for a single event 

LOS Level of Service 

LPA locally preferred alternative 

LST Localized Significance Threshold 

LUC Land use Control 

MAP-21 Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century 

MBTA Migratory Bird Treaty Act 

Metro Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

MLD Most Likely Descendant 

MMBtu one million British Thermal Units 

MOU Memorandum of Understanding 
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mpg miles per gallon 

mph miles per hour 

MS4 municipal separate storm sewer system 

MSAT mobile source air toxics 

MSWMP Master Stormwater System Maintenance Program 

MTBE Methyl tert-butyl ether  

MWD Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standard 

NAHC Native American Heritage Commission 

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 

NESHAP National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants 

NFIP National Flood Insurance Program 

NHPA National Historic Preservation Act 

N2O nitrous oxide 

NO nitric oxide 

NO2 nitrogen dioxide 

NOC Notice of Completion 

NOI Notice of Intent 

NOP Notice of Preparation 

NOX nitrogen oxides 

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

NRHP National Register of Historic Places 

NRWS Non-Reclaimable Wastewater System 

O3 ozone  

OCP organochlorine pesticide 

O&M Operations and Maintenance 

OPR Office of Planning and Research 

OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Act 

PA public address 

Pb lead  

PCBs polychlorinated biphenyls 

PD Police Department 

PDT Project Development Team 
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PEL planning and environmental linkage 

PM particulate matter 

PM Post Mile 

PM10 particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter 

PM2.5 particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter 

PMP Paleontological Monitoring Plan 

PMR Paleontological Monitoring Report 

POAQC project of air quality concern 

ppb parts per billion 

ppm parts per million 

PPV peak particle velocity 

PRC Public Resources Code 

PS&E Plans, Specifications, and Estimate 

PUSD Pomona Unified School District 

RAMP Real Estate Acquisition Management Plan 

RCP Regional Comprehensive Plan 

RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 

RCTC Riverside County Transportation Commission 

REAP Rain Event Action Plan 

RECs Recognized Environmental Conditions 

RMS root mean square 

ROG reactive organic gas 

ROW right-of-way 

RSS Regional Sewer System 

RTP Regional Transportation Plan 

RWQCB Regional Water Quality Control Board 

SAFETEA-LU Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A 
Legacy for Users 

SB Senate Bill 

SBCOG San Bernardino Council of Governments 

SBCTA San Bernardino County Transportation Authority* 
* Consolidated with SANBAG (San Bernardino Association of Governments) in 2017 

SBKR San Bernardino kangaroo rat 

sbX San Bernardino Valley Express 
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Express passenger bus service operated by Omnitrans in San Bernardino 

SCAG Southern California Association of Governments 

SCAQMD South Coast Air Quality Management District 

SCE Southern California Edison 

SCRRA Southern California Regional Rail Authority 

SCS Sustainable Communities Strategy 

SEA Significant Ecological Area 

SELref single event level reference 

SHPO State Historic Preservation Officer 

SIC Standard Industrial Classification 

SIP State Implementation Plan 

SLF Sacred Lands File 

SMP Soil Management Plan 

SO2 sulfur dioxide 

SOIS Secretary of the Interior’s Standards 

SR State Route 

SRA Source Receptor Area 

SSMP System Safety Management Plan 

SSPP System Safety Program Plan 

SWIP Southwest Industrial Park 

SWPPP Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 

SWRCB State Water Resources Control Board 

TAC toxic air contaminant 

TCE temporary construction easement 

TCWG Transportation Conformity Working Group 

TMDL total maximum daily load 

TMP Traffic Management Plan 

TNM Traffic Noise Model 

TOD transit-oriented development 

TPH total petroleum hydrocarbons  

TPH-g total petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline 

TSM Transportation Systems Management 

TSP Transit Signal Priority 
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TUA Traditional Use Area 

TVMWD Three Valleys Municipal Water District 

TWW treated wood waste 

UPRR Union Pacific Railroad 

USACE United States Army Corps of Engineers 

U.S.C. United States Code 

USFWS United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

USGS United States Geological Survey 

USPS United States Postal Service 

VdB vibration decibels 

VIP Visual Improvement Plan 

VMT vehicle miles traveled 

VOC volatile organic compound 

WEAP Workers Environmental Awareness Program 

WQO Water Quality Objectives 

WVC West Valley Connector 

WVVMF West Valley Vehicle Maintenance Facility 
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Appendix D DISTRIBUTION LIST 

Notices of Availability of this Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment 

(EIR/EA) have been sent to all property owners within 300 feet of the build alternatives. In 

addition, notices have been sent to interested parties that have attended public meetings on 

the project or requested to be added to a notification list for the project. 

Copies of the document have been provided on disks (DVDs) to the following agencies, 

elected officials, and organizations: 

Elected Officials 

Federal 

The Honorable Kamala Harris, U.S. Senator 312 N. Spring Street, Suite 1748 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein, U.S. Senator 11111 Santa Monica Boulevard, Suite 915 
Los Angeles, CA 90025 

The Honorable Pete Aguilar 
U.S House of Representatives, 31st District 

385 E. Carnegie Drive Suite 100, San 
Bernardino, CA 92408. 

Congresswoman Norma Torres 
California State Senate, 35th District 

3200 Inland Empire Boulevard, Suite 200B 
Ontario, CA 91764 

State 

Senator Mike Morell 
California State Senate, 23rd District 

10350 Commerce Center Drive, Suite A-220, 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Senator Connie M. Leyva 464 W 4th Street, Suite 454B 
San Bernardino, CA 92401 

Senior Field Representative Josue Castillo 13160 7th Street, Chino, CA 91710 

Assembly Member Mark Steinorth 10350 Commerce Center Drive, Suite A-200, 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 94249 

Assembly Member Freddie Rodriguez 13160 7th Street, Chino, CA 91710 

District Director Manuel Saucedo 13160 7th Street, Chino, CA 91710 

Regional 

Hilda L. Solis, Supervisor, District 1 
Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors 

856 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, 
500 West Temple Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Janice Rutherford, Supervisor, District 2 
San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors 

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 5th Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Curt Hagman, Supervisor, District 4 
San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors 

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 5th Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 
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Josie Gonzalez, Supervisor, District 5 
San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors 

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 5th Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Local 

John Roberts, Council Member, City of Fontana 8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Tonia Lewis, Council Member, City of Fontana 8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Jesus Sandoval, Mayor Pro Tem 
City of Fontana 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Michael Tahan, Council Member 
City of Fontana 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Acquanetta Warren, Mayor, City of Fontana  8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Janet Koehler-Brooks, Council Member 
City of Fontana 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Jesse Armendarez, Council Member 
City of Fontana 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

J. John Dutrey, Council Member 
City of Montclair  

5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Carolyn Raft, Mayor Pro Tem, City of Montclair 5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Trisha Martinez, Council Member 
City of Montclair 

5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Ruben Valencia, Council Member 
City of Ontario 

303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Bill Ruh, Council Member, City of Montclair 5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Debra Dorst-Porada, Council Member 
City of Ontario 

303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Jim Bowman, Council Member. City of Ontario 303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Alan Wapner, Mayor Pro Tem, City of Ontario 303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Paul Leon, Mayor, City of Ontario 303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Ginna Escobar, Council Member District 5 
City of Pomona 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Cristina Carrizosa, Council Member District 3, 
City of Pomona 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Robert Torres, Council Member District 6,  
City of Pomona 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Elizabeth Ontiveros-Cole,  
Council Member District 4, City of Pomona 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Adriana Robledo, Council Member District 2, 
City of Pomona 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 
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Rubio Gonzalez, Council Member District 1, 
City of Pomona 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

William J. Alexander, Council Member 
City of Rancho Cucamonga 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Tim Sandoval, Mayor, City of Pomona 505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

L. Dennis Michael, Mayor 
City of Rancho Cucamonga 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Lynn Kennedy, Mayor Pro Tem 
City of Rancho Cucamonga 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Diane Williams, Council Member 
City of Rancho Cucamonga 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Sam Spagnolo, Council Member 
City of Rancho Cucamonga 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Federal Agencies 

Patricia Port, Regional Environmental Officer 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

333 Bush Street, Suite 515 
San Francisco, CA 94104 

U.S. Department of Commerce 
Environmental Review Section 

14th and Constitution NW, Room 6800 
Washington, D.C. 20230 

Kimberly Bose 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 

888 First Street, NE 
Washington, D.C. 20426 

Karin Cleary-Rose 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services 

777 E. Tahquitz Canyon Way, Suite 208 
Palm Springs, CA 92262 

Zac Appleton, Environmental Review Section 9 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

US EPA, 75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Clifton Meek, Environmental Review Section 9 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

US EPA, 75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Debbie Lowe Liang, 
Environmental Review Section 9 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

US EPA, 75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

William Vasquez 
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development 

Los Angeles Field Office 
CPD Field Office Director 
611 West 6th Street, Suite 800 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Veronica Li, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 915 Wilshire Boulevard 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Zylkia Martin-Yambo 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 

888 First Street, NE, Washington, D.C. 20426 

Jill Jensen, National Park Service 324 S. State Street, Suite 200 
Salt Lake City, UT 84111 
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State Agencies 

Media and Public Communications Office 
California Energy Commission 

1516 Ninth Street, MS-29 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Mr. Ken Harris, Control Board Region 4 
401 Certification Coordinator 
California Regional Water Quality 

320 West 4th Street, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 

Laura Pennebaker 
Senior Transportation Planner 
California Transportation Commission 

1120 N Street, Room 2221 (MS-52) 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

California Air Resources Board P.O. Box 2815, Sacramento, CA 95812 

California Regional Water Quality  
Control Board Region 6 

4440 Civic Drive, Suite 200 
Victorville, CA 92392 

Chi Cheung To, PE, Utilities Engineer 
Public Utilities Commission 

320 West 4th Street, Suite 500 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 

Julianne Polanco 
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) 

1725 23rd Street, Suite 100 
Sacramento, CA 95816 

Joanna Gibson 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife  

3602 Inland Empire Boulevard, Suite C-220 
Ontario, CA 91764 

John Lowrie 
California Department of Conservation, 
Division of Land Resource Protection 

801 K Street, MS 14-15 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Marzia Zafar 
California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) 

505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Carrie Brown, Caltrans, District 7 100 S. Main Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Director John Bulinski 
Deputy District Director, Transportation 
Planning 
Deputy District Director, Environmental 
Planning 
Caltrans, District 8 

464 W 4th Street, San Bernardino, CA 92401 

Regional Agencies 

Richard Brickner, Director of Regional Planning 
County of Los Angeles 

320 W. Temple Street, 13th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Patricia Hachiya, County of Los Angeles 
Department of Regional Planning 

320 W. Temple Street, Room 1346 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Mark Pestrella Director of Public Works 
County of Los Angeles 

900 S Fremont Avenue, Alhambra, CA 91803 

Michelle King, Superintendent of Schools 
County of Los Angeles 

333 S Beaudry Avenue  
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Ted Alejandre, Superintendent of Schools 
County of San Bernardino 

601 N. E Street, San Bernardino, CA 92415 
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Tom Hudson, Land Use Services Director 
County of San Bernardino, Land Use Services 

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Eric Jacobsen, Supervising Transportation 
Analyst, County of San Bernardino 

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Gerry Newcombe, Public Works Director 
County of San Bernardino 

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Mazin Casey. County of San Bernardino 
Department of Public Works 

825 E. Third Street, San Bernardino, CA 92415 

David Prusch, Supervising Planner 
County of San Bernardino,  

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Luther Snoke, Land Use Services Director 
County of San Bernardino 

825 E. Third Street, San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Kevin Blakeslee, Transportation/Public Works 
Director 
County of San Bernardino 

825 E. Third Street, San Bernardino, CA 92415 
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue San Bernardino, CA 
92415 

Cameron Brown, Senior Planner 
San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority (SBCTA) 

1170 W. 3rd Street, San Bernardino, CA 92410 

Josh Lee, Chief of Planning 
San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority (SBCTA), Planning 

1170 W. 3rd Street, San Bernardino, CA 92410 

Steve Smith, Director of Planning 
San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority (SBCTA), Planning 

1170 W. 3rd Street, San Bernardino, CA 92410 

Raymond Wolfe, Executive Director 
San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority (SBCTA) 

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92410 

Andres Ramirez, Chief of Transit and Rail 
Projects 
San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority (SBCTA), Transit and Rail 

1170 W. 3rd Street, San Bernardino, CA 92410 

San Bernardino County Assessor 8575 Haven Avenue, #130 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Bob Dutton, Assessor 
San Bernardino County Assessor 

172 West Third Street, 5th Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

San Bernardino County Department of Social 
Services 

9445 Fairway View Place, #110 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Naresh Amatya 
Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG) 

818 W. 7th Street, 12th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Arnold San Miguel, Planner 
Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG), San Bernardino County 
Subregional Planning 

818 W. 7th Street, 12th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
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Stephen Fox, Senior Planner 
Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG), Regional Planning 

818 W. 7th Street, 12th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

AJ Gerber 
County of San Bernardino, Regional Parks 

777 East Rialto Avenue 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

John Wicker, Director of Parks and Recreation 
County of Los Angeles 

433 S Vermont Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90020 

Deirdre West 
Metropolitan Water District of Southern 
California Environmental Planning  

700 North Alameda Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Samuel Unger 
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4 

320 W 4th Street, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 

Wanda Cross 
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 8 

3737 Main Street, Suite 500 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Daniel Garcia 
South Coast Air Quality Management District  

21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765 

Local Agencies 

Ken Hunt, City Manager 
City of Fontana, Public Works 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Scott Ochoa, City Manager, City of Ontario 303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Debbie Brazill, Deputy City Manager 
City of Fontana, City Manager's Office 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Scott Murphy, Planning Director, City of Ontario 303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Noel Castillo, Public Works Director/City 
Engineer 
City of Montclair, 

5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Rudy Zeledon, Senior Planner, City of Ontario 303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Jay Bautista, Traffic/Transportation Manager 
City of Ontario, Engineering 

303 East “B” Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

David Tan, Senior Associate Civil Engineer 
City of Ontario, Engineering 

303 East “B” Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Kathy Raasch, Senior Engineer 
City of Fontana 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Jesus Sanchez, Senior Plans Examiner 
City of Fontana 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Adelaida Bostan, Administrative Clerk 
City of Fontana, Planning 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Gary Hutton, Building Inspector II 
City of Fontana, Planning 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 
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Eric Corral, Plans Examiner I 
City of Fontana, Planning 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Garth Nelson, Director of Community 
Development, City of Fontana 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Cathy Wahlstrom, Director 
City of Ontario, Planning 

303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Emily Stadnicki, Development Services 
Manager, City of Pomona 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Mario Suarez, Director of Development 
City of Pomona, Development Services 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Kevin Ryan, Engineering Manager 
City of Fontana 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Louis Abi-Younes, City Engineer 
City of Ontario, Engineering 

303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Rina Leung, Planner, City of Fontana 8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Melanie Mullis, Principal Planner - Mobility 
City of Ontario, Engineering 

303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Zai Abu Bakar, Director of Community 
Development, City of Fontana, Public Works 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

John Andrews,  
Director of Economic Development 
City of Ontario, Economic Development 

303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Maria Torres, Administrative Secretary 
City of Fontana, Planning 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Brent Schultz, Housing Director 
City of Ontario, Housing 

303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Edward Starr, City Manager, City of Montclair 5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Ron Chan, Engineering Associate 
City of Pomona 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Marilyn Staats, Executive Director 
City of Montclair, Office of Economic & 
Community Development 

5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Meg McWade, Public Works Director 
City of Pomona, Public Works 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Rene Guerrero, City Engineer 
City of Pomona, Public Works 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Brad Johnson, Planning Manager 
City of Pomona 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Mike Diaz, City Planner 
City of Montclair, Planning 

5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Linda Lowry, City Manager, City of Pomona 505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 
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Silvia Gutierrez, Associate Planner 
City of Montclair 

5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Rene Salas, Public Works Director 
City of Pomona, Public Works 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

John Gillison, City Manager 
City of Rancho Cucamonga,  
Economic and Community Development 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Candyce Burnett, City Planner 
City of Rancho Cucamonga 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Lory Sassoon, Deputy City Manager 
City of Rancho Cucamonga,  
City Manager's Office 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Craig Cruz, Associate Traffic Engineer 
City of Rancho Cucamonga, Engineering 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Mike Smith, Senior Planner 
City of Rancho Cucamonga, Planning 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Jerry Dyer, Principal Civil Engineer 
City of Rancho Cucamonga, Engineering 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Jason Welday, City Engineer 
City of Rancho Cucamonga 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Dominick Perez, Associate Planner 
City of Rancho Cucamonga, Planning 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Matt Burris, Deputy City Manager 
City of Rancho Cucamonga, Economic and 
Community Development 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Albert Espinoza, Assistant City Engineer/Traffic 
Engineer (Acting) 
City of Rancho Cucamonga, Engineering 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Lori Sassoon, Deputy City Manager 
City of Rancho Cucamonga, Civic and Cultural 
Services 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Native American 

Gayle Totton, M.A., PhD,  
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) 

915 Capitol Mall, Room 364 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

James Ramos 
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) 

1550 Harbor Boulevard, Suite 100 
West Sacramento, CA 95691 

Cynthia Gomez 
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) 

1550 Harbor Boulevard, Suite 100 
West Sacramento, CA 95691 

Andreas Heredita, Cahuilla Band of Indians 52701 Highway 371, Suite B-1 
Anza, CA 92539 
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Joseph Hamilton 
Ramona Band of Cahuilla Mission Indians 

56310 Highway 371, Suite B, Anza, CA 92540 

Lynn Valbuena 
San Manuel Band of Mission Indians 

26569 Community Center Drive 
Highland, CA 92346 

Anthony Morales, Gabrielino/Tongva San 
Gabriel Band of Mission Indians 

1999 Avenue of Stars, Suite 1100 
Los Angeles, CA 90089 

Samuel Dunlap, Gabrielino Tongva Nation P.O. Box 86908, Los Angeles, CA 90089 

John Tommy Rosas 
Tongva Ancestral Territorial Nation 

578 Washington Boulevard #384 
Marina Del Ray, CA 90292 

Robert Martin 
Morongo Band of Mission Indians 

12700 Pumarra Road, Banning, CA 92220 

Goldie Walker, Serrano Nation of Mission 
Indians 

P.O. Box 343, Patton, CA 92369 

Mark Macarro 
Pechanga Band of Mission Indians 

12705 Pechanga Road, Temecula, CA 92592 

Joseph Ontiveros 
Soboba Band of Mission Indians 

23906 Soboba Road, San Jacinto, CA 92583 

Patricia Garcia-Plotkin 
Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians 

5401 Dinah Shore Drive, Palm Springs, CA 
92264 

Jeff Grubbe 
Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians 

5401 Dinah Shore Drive, Palm Springs, CA 
92264 

Amanda Vance 
Augustine Band of Cahuilla Mission Indians 

P.O. Box 846, Coachella, CA 92236 

Doug Welmas 
Cabazon Band of Mission Indians 

84-245 Indio Springs Parkway, Indio, CA 92203 

Daniel Salgado 
Cahuilla Band of Indians 

52701 U.S. Highway 371, Anza, CA 92539 

Andrew Salas 
Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians – Kizh 
Nation 

P.O. Box 393, Covina, CA 91723 

Anthony Morales 
Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band of 
Mission Indians 

P.O. Box 693, San Gabriel, CA 91778 

Sandonne Goad 
Gabrielino/Tonva Nation 

106 ½ Judge John Aiso Street, #231, Los 
Angeles, CA 90012 

Robert Dorame 
Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal 
Council 

P.O. Box 490, Bellflower, CA 90707 

Charles Alvarez 
Gabrielino – Tonva Trive 

23454 Vanowen Street, West Hills, CA 91307 

John Perada 
Los Coyotes Band of Mission Indians 

P.O. Box 189, Warner Springs, CA 92086 
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Shane Chapparosa 
Los Coyotes Band of Mission Indians 

P.O. Box 189, Warner Springs, CA 92086 

Robert Martin 
Morongo Band of Mission Indians 

12700 Pumarra Road, Banning, CA 92220 

Denisa Torres 
Morongo Band of Mission Indians 

12700 Pumarra Road, Banning, CA 92220 

Ternet Aguilar 
Pauma Band of Luiseno Indians – Pauma & 
Yuima Reservation 

P.O. Box 369, Pauma Valley, CA 92061 

Joseph Hamilton 
Ramona Band of Cahuilla Mission Indians 

P.O. Box 391670, Anza, CA 92539 

John Gomez 
Ramona Band of Cahuilla Mission Indians 

P.O. Box 391670, Anza, CA 92539 

John Valenzuela 
San Fernando Band of Mission Indians 

P.O. Box 221838, Newhall, CA 91322 

Lee Clauss 
San Manuel Band of Mission Indians 

26569 Community Center Drive, Highland, CA 
92346 

Steven Estrada 
Santa Rosa Band of Mission Indians 

P.O. Box 391820, Anza, CA 92539 

Goldie Walker 
Serrano Nation of Mission Indians 

P.O. Box 343, Patton, CA 92369 

Joseph Ontiveros 
Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians 

P.O. Box 487, San Jacinto, CA 92581 

Carrie Garcia 
Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians 

P.O. Box 487, San Jacinto, CA 92581 

Scott Cozart 
Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians 

P.O. Box 487, San Jacinto, CA 92581 

Michael Mirelez 
Torres-Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians 

P.O. Box 1160, Thermal, CA 92274 

Planning Commission 

Phil Cothran, Chairperson 
City of Fontana Planning Commission 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Nicola Ricci, Commissioner 
City of Ontario Planning Commission 

303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Larry Meyer, Vice Chairperson 
City of Fontana Planning Commission 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Jim Willoughby, Chairman 
City of Ontario Planning Commission 

303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Peter Garcia, Secretary 
City of Fontana Planning Commission 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project D-11 

Sheila Mautz, Commissioner 
City of Ontario Planning Commission  

303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Daniel Quiroga, Commissioner 
City of Fontana Planning Commission 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Denton Mosier, Chairman 
City of Pomona Planning Commission  

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Janie Rowland, Commissioner 
City of Fontana Planning Commission 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Edward C. Starr, Vice Chairman 
City of Pomona Planning Commission  

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Ysela Aguirre, Commission Secretary 
City of Fontana Planning Commission  

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Juan Carlos Garcia, Commissioner 
City of Pomona Planning Commission  

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Tenice Johnson, Chairman 
City of Montclair Planning Commission  

5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Ismael Arias, Commissioner 
City of Pomona Planning Commission  

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Luis Flores, Vice Chairman 
City of Montclair Planning Commission 

5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Carolyn Hemming, Commissioner 
City of Pomona Planning Commission 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Manny Martinez, Member 
City of Montclair Planning Commission 

5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Samuel Tharpe, Commissioner 
City of Pomona Planning Commission 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Sergio Sahagun, Member 
City of Montclair Planning Commission 

5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Ray Wimberly, Chairman 
City of Rancho Cucamonga Planning 
Commission 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Don Vodvarka, Member 
City of Montclair Planning Commission  

5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Frances Howdyshell, Vice-Chairman 
City of Rancho Cucamonga Planning 
Commission 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Richard Delman, Commissioner 
City of Ontario Planning Commission 

303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Richard B. Fletcher, Commissioner 
City of Rancho Cucamonga Planning 
Commission 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 
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James Downs, Vice Chairman 
City of Ontario Planning Commission 

303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Lou Munoz, Commissioner 
City of Rancho Cucamonga Planning 
Commission 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Rick Gage, Commissioner 
City of Ontario Planning Commission 

303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Rich Macias, Commissioner 
City of Rancho Cucamonga Planning 
Commission 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Bob Gregorek, Commissioner 
City of Ontario Planning Commission 

303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Ray Wimberly, Chairman 
City of Rancho Cucamonga Planning 
Commission 

10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Transportation Agencies 

Nalini Ahuja, Chair, Access Services P.O. Box 5728, El Monte, CA 91734 

Doran Barnes, Chair, Access Services P.O. Box 5728, El Monte, CA 91734 

Art Ida, Vice Chair, Access Services P.O. Box 5728, El Monte, CA 91734 

Dolores Nason, Vice Chair, Access Services P.O. Box 5728, El Monte, CA 91734 

Exer Jackson, Covenant Transport 1300 E. Franklin, Pomona, CA 91766 

Henry Lopez, Transit Planner, Foothill Transit 100 S. Vincent Avenue, #200 
West Covina, CA 91790 

Vy Phan-Hoang, Transit Planner 
Foothill Transit 

100 S. Vincent Avenue, #200 
West Covina, CA 91790 

Joe Raquel, Director of Planning 
Foothill Transit 

100 S. Vincent Avenue, #200 
West Covina, CA 91790 

Josh Landis, Planning Manager 
Foothill Transit 

100 S. Vincent Avenue, #200 
West Covina, CA 91790 

Martha Butler,  
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (Metro) 

One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Meghna Khanna, Senior Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (Metro) 

One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Bart Reed, Executive Director 
The Transit Coalition 

P.O. Box 567, San Fernando, CA 91341 

Nicholas Ventrone,  
Community Engagement Director 
The Transit Coalition 

P.O. Box 567, San Fernando, CA 91341 
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Ron Mathieu, Manager in Planning and 
Development. Metrolink (SCRRA), Senior 
Public Projects Specialist 

900 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1500 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Rory Vaughn, Manager 
Research and Planning, Metrolink (SCRRA) 

900 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1500 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Roderick Diaz, Director, Planning & 
Development, Contracts, Purchasing & 
Contract Compliance, Metrolink (SCRRA)  

900 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1500 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

P. Scott Graham, CEO/General Manager 
Omnitrans, Executive Office 

1700 W. 5th Street, San Bernardino, CA 92411 

Anna Jaiswal, Development Planning Manager 
Omnitrans, Marketing and Planning 

1700 W. 5th Street, San Bernardino, CA 92411 

Wendy Williams 
Director of Planning and Marketing, Omnitrans  

1700 W. 5th Street, San Bernardino, CA 92411 

Diane Caldera  
Director of Operations, Omnitrans 

1700 W. 5th Street, San Bernardino, CA 92411 

Jeremiah Bryant 
Service Planning Manager, Omnitrans 

1700 W. 5th Street, San Bernardino, CA 92411 

Kelly Fredericks, CEO 
Ontario International Airport Authority  

303 E. B Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Michelle Brantley, Director of Planning 
Ontario International Airport 

2500 E Airport Drive, Ontario, CA 91761 

Rohan Kuruppu, Director of Planning 
Riverside Transit Agency 

P.O. Box 59968, Riverside, CA 92517 

Public Institutions 

Pomona City Hall 505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA, 91766 

Pomona Public Library 625 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Pomona Chamber of Commerce 101 W. Mission Boulevard, Pomona, CA 91766 

Harriet K. & Philip Pumerantz Library 287 E. 3rd Street, Pomona, CA 91766 

Fontana City Hall 8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Fontana Lewis Library 8437 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Summit Branch Library 15551 Summit Avenue, Fontana, CA 92336 

Fontana Chamber of Commerce 8491 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Ontario City Hall 303 East B Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Ontario Chamber of Commerce 520 N. Euclid Avenue, Ontario, CA 91762 

South Ontario Library 3850 E. Riverside Drive, Ontario CA 91761 

Ovitt Family Community Library 215 E. C Street, Ontario CA 91764 
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Montclair City Hall 5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Montclair Chamber of Commerce 8880 Benson Avenue, #110 
Montclair, CA 91763 

Montclair Branch Library 9955 Fremont Avenue, Montclair, CA 91763  

Rancho Cucamonga City Hall 10500 Civic Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Rancho Cucamonga Public Library 12505 Cultural Center Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91739 

Archibald Library 7368 Archibald Avenue 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Law Library for San Bernardino County 8409 Utica Avenue 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Rancho Cucamonga Chamber of Commerce 9047 Arrow Route #180 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Educational Institutions 

Richard Martinez, Superintendent 
Pomona Unified School District 

800 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

Enrique Medina Jr., Director 
Pomona Unified School District Career 
Readiness 

1515 W. Mission Boulevard 
Pomona, CA 91766 

James Hammond, Superintendent 
Ontario Montclair School District 

950 W. D Street, Ontario, CA 91762 

Irma Sanchez, Executive Assistant to the 
Superintendent 
Ontario Montclair School District 

950 W. D Street, Ontario, CA 91762 

Jana Dupree, Senior Assistant to the 
Superintendent 
Ontario Montclair School District 

950 W. D Street, Ontario, CA 91762 

Cindy Green, Supervisor of Safety and Training 
Ontario-Montclair Unified School District - 
Transportation Services 

1442-B S. Bon View Avenue 
Ontario, CA 91761 

Martin Willis, Manager 
Ontario-Montclair Unified School District - 
Transportation Services 

1442-B S. Bon View Avenue 
Ontario, CA 91761 

Matthew Holton, Superintendent 
Chaffey Joint Union High School District 

211 W. Fifth Street, Ontario, CA 91762 

Sandra Alvarez, Executive Assistant to 
Superintendent 
Cucamonga School District 

8776 Archibald Avenue 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Eric Montague, Board President 
Cucamonga School District 

8776 Archibald Avenue 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 
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David Ortega, Board President 
Cucamonga School District 

8776 Archibald Avenue 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Yolanda Strong Reed, Board Vice President 
Cucamonga School District 

8776 Archibald Avenue 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Leslie Boozer, Ed.D., J.D., Superintendent 
Fontana Unified School District 

P.O. Box 5090, Fontana, CA 92335 

Mary Stevens, Director of Transportation 
Fontana Unified School District 

P.O. Box 5090, Fontana, CA 92335 

Cindy Stimmell, Executive Assistant 
Fontana Unified School District 

P.O. Box 5090, Fontana, CA 92335 

Eric Bishop, Dean, Chaffey College 16855 Merrill Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Brian Jeffrey, Assistant Principle of Business 
Services, Montclair High School 

4725 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Jill Dolan, VP Public Relations 
Mt. San Antonio College 

1100 N. Walnut Avenue, Walnut, CA 91789 

Mountainview Christian Preschool 7986 Haven Avenue 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Scott Wardall, Executive Director of Operations 
American Career College 

3130 E. Sedona Court, Ontario, CA 91764 

Olivia Horton, Dean 
National University of Ontario 

3800 Concours Street, #150 
Ontario, CA 91764 

Andrea Burgess, American Career College 151 Innovation Drive, Irvine, CA 92617 

Stephanie Allen, Associate Regional Dean 
National University of Ontario 

3800 Concours Street, #150 
Ontario, CA 91764 

Argosy University Inland Empire 3401 N. Centre Lake Drive, Suite 200 
Ontario, CA 91761 

Patrick Pierson, Campus Director 
Brandman University of Chapman University 
System 

3990 E. Concours Street, Suite 100 
Ontario, CA 91764 

Sandra Vaughan-Acton, Director of Real Estate 
Development, Cal Poly Pomona 

3801 W. Temple Avenue, Building 55 
Pomona, CA 91768 

Soraya M. Coley, President, Cal Poly Pomona 3801 W. Temple Avenue, Pomona, CA 91768 

Cambridge College 8686 Haven Avenue 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Chaffey College Extension 16855 Merrill Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Cheryl, Manager of Business Office 
UEI College 

4730 Ontario Mills Parkway, Ontario, CA 91764 

Vanessa Orosco, Student Services 
Platt College 

3700 Inland Empire Boulevard 
Ontario, CA 91764 

Ken Chan, VP Education, DeVry University 901 Corporate Center Drive 
Pomona, CA 91767 
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Universal Technical Institute – Los Angeles 9494 Haven Avenue 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Norma Estrada, Administrative Assistant 
Everest College 

1460 S. Milliken Avenue, Ontario, CA 91761 

Abe Helou, Dean 
University of La Verne – Inland Empire Campus 

3237 Guasti Road., Suite 300 
Ontario, CA 91761 

Linda Holden, Director, Westech College 3491 E. Concours Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Krystal Lyons,  
University of La Verne College of Law,  

320 E. D Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Jeff Keating, President 
Western University of H.S. 

309 E. Second Street, Pomona, CA 91766 

University of Phoenix Ontario Learning Center 3110 E. Guasti Road, Ontario, CA 91761 

Philip Pumerantz, President 
Western University of Health Sciences 

309 E. Second Street, Pomona, CA 91767 

Patty Zurita, Marketing/PR 
University of Redlands School of Business 

9680 Haven Avenue, #150 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91737 

Utilities 

Robert Young, General Manager 
Fontana Water Company 

15966 Arrow Route, Fontana, CA 92335 

Donna Lee, Region Manager 
Southern California Edison 

800 Cienega, San Dimas, CA 91773 

Eunice Ulloa, General Manager 
Chino Basin Water Conservation District 

4594 San Bernardino Street 
Montclair, CA 91763 

Christian Nelson, Board Member/Public Affairs 
Southern California Edison 

2000 E. Convention Center Way 
Ontario, CA 91764 

Matt Yucelen, Chief Engineer 
Fontana Water Company 

15966 Arrow Route, Fontana, CA 92335 

Veronica Gutierrez, Vice President of Local 
Public Affairs, Southern California Edison 

1351 E. Francis Street, Ontario, CA 91761 

Patti Arlt, Senior Government, Regional Affairs 
Rep, Metropolitan Water District of Southern 
California 

700 N. Alameda Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Kristine Scott, Public Affairs Manager 
Southern California Gas Company 

155 South 'G" Street 
San Bernardino, CA 92401 

Mark Kinsey, General Manager 
Monte Vista Water Authority 

10575 Central Avenue, Montclair, CA 91763 

Robert Visconti, Regional Public Affairs Manager 
Southern California Gas Company 

155 South 'G" Street 
San Bernardino, CA 92401 

Scott Burton, Utilities General Manger 
Ontario Municipal Utilities 

1425 South Bon View Avenue 
Ontario, CA 91761 
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East Valley Vehicle Maintenance Facility 1700 W. 5th Street, San Bernardino, CA 92411 

West Valley Vehicle Maintenance Facility 4748 Arrow Highway, Montclair, CA 91763 

Chamber of Commerce 

Evelyn Mendoza 
Claremont Chamber of Commerce/Packing 
House Wine Merchants 

205 Yale Avenue, Claremont, CA 91711 

Maureen Aldridge 
Claremont Chamber of Commerce/Packing 
House Wine Merchants 

205 Yale Avenue, Claremont, CA 91711 

Troy Lagasca, Fairplex 1101 W. McKinley Avenue, Pomona, CA 91768 

Erica Frausto, Executive Director 
Pomona Chamber of Commerce 

101 W. Mission Boulevard, #222 
Pomona, CA 91766 

Cyndie O'Brien, Board President 
Pomona Chamber of Commerce/Inter Valley 
Health Plan 

300 Park Avenue, #300, Pomona, CA 91769 

Bill Hawkins, President 
Fontana Chamber of Commerce/AMS Paving, 
Inc. 

17520 Valley Boulevard, Fontana, CA 92335 

Idilio Sanchez, President 
Fontana Chamber of Commerce/ABS Collision 
Center 

17520 Valley Boulevard, Fontana, CA 92335 

Armando Yepes, Chairman 
Fontana Hispanic Chamber of Commerce 

7426 Cherry Avenue, Suite 210-433 
Fontana, CA 92336 

Salina, Executive Assistant 
Fontana Chamber of Commerce 

8491 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Gloria Martinez, Executive Director 
Fontana Chamber of Commerce 

8491 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Darren Cook, Board Member 
Ontario Chamber of Commerce 

520 N. Euclid Avenue, Ontario, CA 91762 

Dan LeBouf, Board Member 
Ontario Chamber of Commerce 

3200 Inland Empire Boulevard, Suite 130 
Ontario, CA 91764 

Jeff Roberts, Chairman 
Ontario Chamber of Commerce/City Rentals 

3200 Inland Empire Boulevard, Suite 130 
Ontario, CA 91764 

Darleen Curley, President/CEO 
Montclair Chamber of Commerce 

5220 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Tim Walborn, Chair 
Montclair Chamber of Commerce 

5220 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Sean Keliiholokai, Chairman 
Ontario Chamber of Commerce/Greater Ontario 
Convention & Visitor Bureau 

520 N. Euclid Avenue, Ontario, CA 91762 
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Peggi Hazlett, President/CEO 
Ontario Chamber of Commerce 

520 N. Euclid Avenue, Ontario, CA 91764 

Michelle Gartin, President/CEO 
Rancho Cucamonga Chamber of Commerce 

9047 Arrow Route, Suite 180 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Tracy Elefante, Operations Director 
Rancho Cucamonga Chamber of Commerce 

9047 Arrow Route, Suite 180 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Dwayne Thomas, Director 
Rancho Cucamonga Chamber of Commerce/ 
Dignity Health Community Hospital of San 
Bernardino 

9047 Arrow Route, Suite 180 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Karen Gaffney, Executive Director 
Rancho Cucamonga Chamber of Commerce 

9047 Arrow Route, Suite 180 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Maribel Brown, President 
Rancho Cucamonga Chamber of 
Commerce/Minutemen Press 

9047 Arrow Route, Suite 180 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Community-Based Organizations 

Doug Wagner, Sergeant, Fontana Police 15218 Summit, #300-639, Fontana, CA 92336 

Friends of Ontario International Airport  P.O. Box 2556, Guasti, CA 91743 

Sue Felt, President 
Fontana Teachers Association 

16850 Seville Avenue, Fontana, CA 92336 

Mickey Gallivan,  
Historical Society of Pomona Valley 

585 E. Holt Boulevard, Pomona, CA 91766 

Yvonee West, Office Administrator 
Inland Valley Hope Partners 

1753 N. Park Avenue, Pomona, CA 91768 

Marven Norman, Executive Director 
Inland Empire Biking Alliance 

P.O. Box 8636, Redlands, CA 92375 

Josh Matlock, Pastor 
Bethany Baptist Church of Montclair 

9950 Monte Vista Avenue, Montclair, CA 91763 

Inland Empire Biking Alliance P.O. Box 8636, Redlands, CA 92375 

Chris Taylor, Lead Pastor 
Launchpoint Community Church 

3045 S. Archibald, #H-214, Ontario, CA 91761 

Gregory Bradbard, Director of Development 
Inland Empire United Way 

9644 Hermosa Avenue, Ontario, CA 91730 

Chris, Launchpoint Community Church 3045 S. Archibald, #H-214, Ontario, CA 91761 

Jamie Lamb, Director of Development 
Inland Empire United Way 

9644 Hermosa Avenue, Ontario, CA 91730 

Elizabeth Bingham, Senior Minister 
Pilgrim Congregational Church 

600 N. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91767 

Sid Lehman, Treasurer 
Kiwanis Club of Fontana 

P.O. Box 1027, Fontana, CA 92334 
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Pastor, Pilgrim Congregational Church 600 N. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91767 

Jason Brooks, President 
Kiwanis Club of Pomona Inc. 

P.O. Box 2099, Pomona, CA 91769 

Johnny, Praise Chapel P.O. Box 9567, Ontario, CA 91762 

Greg Shapton, Kiwanis Club of Pomona Inc. P.O. Box 2099, Pomona, CA 91769 

Dan Carrol, Senior Pastor, Water of Life Church 7623 E. Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Dayle Coleman, Assistant Director 
Los Angeles Urban League of Pomona 

264 E. Monterey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91767 

Pastor, Water of Life Church 7623 E. Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Marcia Richter, Director of Human Services 
Montclair Senior Center 

5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Executive Director 
Boys & Girls Club of Fontana 

7723 Almeria Avenue, Fontana, CA 92336 

Ester Vargas Pipersky, Senior Program 
Specialist, Montclair Senior Center 

5111 Benito Street, Montclair, CA 91763 

Steve Johnson, President 
Boys & Girls Club of Pomona Valley 

1420 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91769 

Steve and Dody, Pastors 
Mountainview Faith Community 

7986 Haven Avenue 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Mike Schaub, President 
Boys & Girls Club of Pomona Valley 

P.O. Box 1149, Pomona, CA 91769 

Stephanie Campbell, Executive Director 
Bright Prospect 

281 S. Thomas Street, #302 
Pomona, CA 91766 

Michael Shaw, President 
Ontario Host Lions Club 

P.O. Box 463, Ontario, CA 91761 

Patti Cridland, Lieutenant Governor 
Cal-Nev-Ha Kiwanis 

8360 Red Oak Street, #201 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Dan McIntyre, President, Pomona Heritage P.O. Box 2813, Pomona, CA 91776 

Mark W. McDonald, Executive Director 
Cal-Nev-Ha Kiwanis 

8360 Red Oak Street, #201 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Michael Schowalter, President 
Pomona Heritage 

P.O. Box 2813, Pomona, CA 91776 

Bob Terry, President 
Camp Fire Inland Southern California/Silver 
Oak Landscaping 

9037 Arrow Route, #140 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Amanda Behnke, Pomona Host Lions P.O. Box 3085, Pomona, CA 91769 

John MacMillan, President 
Rotary Club of Fontana 

P.O. Box 313, Fontana, CA 92334 

Brian Rachielles, Branch Manager 
Rancho Cucamonga/Fontana Family YMCA 

P.O. Box 248, Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 
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Joseph Patrick Vlietstra, President 
Rotary Club of Ontario 

P.O. Box 4791, Ontario, CA 91761 

President, Rotary Club of Fontana P.O. Box 313, Fontana, CA 92334 

President, Creekside Village Easte Master 
Homeowners Association 

1235 E. Francis, Suite E, Ontario, CA 91761 

President, Rotary Club of Ontario P.O. Box 4791, Ontario, CA 91761 

President 
Creekside Village Homeowners Association 

2601 Deer Creek Loop, Ontario, CA 91761 

Bernie Bernstein, Rotary Club of Pomona 740 N. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91767 

Laura Monroy, Property Manager 
Emporia Arts District 

211 W. Emporia #205, Ontario, CA 91762 

David Speidel, President 
Rotary Club of Pomona 

740 N. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91767 

President, Fontana Breakfast Lions Club 16756 Arrow Boulevard, Fontana, CA 92335 

Mark Strickert,  
Southern California Transit Advocates 

335 S. Acacia, Rialto, CA 92376 

Fontana Historical Society 16830 Spring Street, Fontana, CA 92335 

Director 
The Historical Society of Pomona Valley 

585 E. Holt Avenue, Pomona, CA 91767 

Darlene Scalf, President, Fontana Kiwanis Club P.O. Box 1027, Fontana, CA 92334 

Director, YMCA Ontario-Montclair 215 W. C Street, Ontario, CA 91762 

Matt Slowik, Fontana Rotary Club P.O. Box 313, Fontana, CA 92334 

Director, YMCA Pomona Valley 1460 E. Holt Avenue, Pomona, CA 91767 

Susan Gordon, President 
Friends of Ontario City Library 

215 E. 'C' Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Director, YMCA Rancho Cucamonga & Fontana 10970 Arrow Route, #106 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Agencies Attending and Commenting on the Scoping Meeting of the 

Environmental Review Process 

Louis Abi-Younes, City of Ontario 303 East B Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Melanie Mullis, City of Ontario 303 East B Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Tom Danna, Traffic/Transportation Manager 303 East B Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

David Sheasby, Sr. Legislative Assistant 
City of Ontario 

303 East B Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Jeff Sorenson, Policy Advisor 
Board of Supervisor, Fourth District 

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 5th Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Paula Lantz 505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91769 
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Rene Guerrero, City Engineer, City of Pomona 505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91769 

Monique Reza, San Bernardino County 
Transportation Authority (former City of Fontana 
employee; currently not with the City) 

8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Alex Rico, City of Fontana 8353 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

Adrineh Melkenian, Caltrans 464 W. 4th Street, San Bernardino, CA 92401 

Michael Diaz, City Planner, City of Montclair 5111 Benito Street 
P.O. Box 2308, Montclair, CA 91763 

Gayle Totton 
Native American Heritage Commission 

1550 Harbor Boulevard, Suite 100 
West Sacramento, CA 95691 

Zac Appleton, NEPA Reviewer, Region 9 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

75 Hawthorne Street, ENF-4-2 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Yahaira Ortiz, Senior District Representative, 
CA State Senate, Senator Tony Mendoza,  
32nd District 

17315 Studebaker Road, Suite 332 
Cerritos, CA 90703 

Diana Watson, IGR/CEQA Branch Chief 
Department of Transportation, District 7  

100 Main Street, MS # 16 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Nidham Aram Alrayes, Public Works Engineer 
Department of Public Works 

825 E. Third Street, San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Ping Chang, Southern California Association of 
Governments 

818 W. 7th Street, 12th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Ron Mathieu, Senior Public Project Specialist 
Metrolink 

900 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1500 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

General Public Attending and Commenting on the Scoping Meeting of the 

Environmental Review Process 

Maria Rojas Lemon Avenue, Apt. 209, Ontario, CA 91764 

Maribel Aldana 4200 Concourse Street, Suite 345 
Pomona, CA  

Fran Givens 9971 Juniper Avenue, Apt. 507 
Fontana, CA 92335 

Darlene Bennett 446 W Foothill Boulevard, #C, Rialto, CA 92376 

Mark Strickert, Southern California Transit 
Advocates 

P.O. Box 1171, Rialto, CA 92377 

Robert Rader 7301 Lavender Court, Fontana, CA 92336 

Michael Landa 238 W. 7th Street, Claremont, CA 91711 

Mike Chaudhry 1125 W. Stone Ridge Court, #7 
Ontario, CA 91762 

Hank Fung 576 Lincoln Avenue, Pomona, CA 91767 
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Marcus Garcia 10808 Foothill Boulevard, Unit 160356 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

Bruce Culp 255 N. Lone Hill Avenue, San Dimas, CA 91773 

Marven Norman, Executive Director,  
Inland Empire Biking Alliance 

P.O. Box 8636, Redlands, CA 92375 

General Public Attending and Commenting at Holt Boulevard Focused 

Outreach Meetings 

William and Audree Short, Business Owner 909 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Gary Astfalk, Business Owner 1363 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Hideo Kikumoto, Business Owner 1315 E. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Frank and Susan Cuccia, Business Owner 1206 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Vince’s Spaghetti, Inc. 1206 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Michael P. Farrell, Esq. 32072 Camino Capistrano, 2nd Floor 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 

Louis Soltero, Business Owner 1225 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Ariel Greensbasm, Business Owner 815 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Teri Rowlands Ludwig, Business Owner 1744 E. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Jocelyn Sida, Resident 14924 Longview Drive, Fontana, CA 92337 

Luis Alejandro Montes, Resident 14924 Longview Drive, Fontana, CA 92337 

Edith Wellar, Business Owner 755 E. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Linda Ghabril, Business Owner P.O. Box 7601, Alhambra, CA 91803 

Victor Ghabril, Business Owner 741 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Taylor Valmore 2632 Lincoln Park, Ontario, CA 91761 

Gary Astfalk, Business Owner 1363 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Reyna Murillo 829 E. Elma Street, Apt. C, Ontario, CA 91764 

Susan Garcia 1206 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Helen Olivas 1757 S. Monterey, Ontario, CA 91761 

Magdalena Ramos 548 E. Sunkist, Ontario, CA 91761 

Olivia Becena 548 E. Sunkist, Ontario, CA 91761 

Earl and Loretta Campio 1340 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Cynthia Garcia 1906 Spruce Road, Ontario, CA 91761 

Anthony D. Tommaso 1317 N. First Avenue, Upland, CA 91786 

Mike Flores P.O. Box 874, Ontario, CA 91762 

Wayne Young 608 E. Main Street, Ontario, CA 91761 
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Rich Smith 505 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Nancy Bumstead 1744 E. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Daniel Olivos 527 E. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Lee Smith, Senior Land Agent 11801 Pierce Street, Suite 200 
Riverside, CA 95841 

Pablo Meza, Broker/Realtor 525 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Alan Kaitz 2045 Winston Court, Upland, CA 91784 

Paula Lantz 505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91769 

E. Cuellar 755 E. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Matt Slowik 17556 Upland Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

James Oana 6321 Cloverhill Drive, Highland, CA 92346 

 

Interested Parties 

Pamela Barden, Chief of Operations 
Purpose Church 

586 N. Main Street, Pomona, CA 91768 

Jon Yasud, Vice President for Development 
Fuller Theological Seminary 

135 N. Oakland Avenue, Pasadena, CA 91182 

 

Public Meeting EIR Circulation 

Julie Collins 4403 Mills Circle, Ontario, CA 91764 

Girish Solanth 1538/1528 W. Holt Boulevard 
Ontario, CA 91762  

Kirsty Hameleers  1000 New York Street, Redlands, CA 92374 

Mansour Ghubril P.O. Box 7601, Alhambra, CA 91801 

Marven Norman  P.O. Box 5036, Redlands, CA 92375  

Jack Lung  Fontana  

Nlle Puwyc  13529 Foothill Boulevard, Fontana, CA 92335 

Yesenia Vanegas 16063 Foothill Boulevard, Fontana, CA 92335 

Steve Uribe 16063 Foothill Boulevard, Fontana, CA 92335 

Anna Jaiswal 
Omnitrans 

1700 W. Fifth Street 
San Bernardino, CA 92411  

Vladimir Kanevsky 401 B Street, Suite 1650 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Shilma Brendo 13549 Foothill Boulevard, Fontana, CA 92335 
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Jeff Kim 
City of Fontana 

8353 Sierra Avenue Fontana, CA 92335 

Ivan Galeazzi  
City of Fontana 

8353 Sierra Avenue Fontana, CA 92335 

George Harvilla 
WSP USA 

862 E. Hospitality Lane, Suite 350 
San Bernardino, CA 92408 

Jay Bautista  
City of Ontario 

303 East B Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

David Tan 
City of Ontario 

303 East B Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

Girish Solanth  1538 and 1528 W. Holt Boulevard 
Ontario, CA 91762 

Larry Sarianana 1170 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Bobbette Tanaka  740 Turner Avenue, Ontario, CA 91764 

Guerro Alatore  11923 Chervil Street 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 9179 

Ricardo Navarrete 506 E. Holt Avenue, Ontario, CA 91761 

Jessica Navarrete  506 E. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91761 

Louis Soltero  1225 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Donna Pfutzerreuter 9 Rancho Jurupa Place, Pomona, CA 91766 

John Roubian 630 E. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91761 

Florence Silverton 863 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Melake Hailu 508 S. Euclid Avenue, Ontario, CA 91762 

Teresa and Mike Farrell  Not Provided 

Loretta Campio 1340 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Hee C. Kim 2420 S Brookwood Drive 
Diamond Bar, CA, 91765 

Meung S. Kim  2420 S Brookwood Drive 
Diamond Bar, CA, 91765 

Frank Cuccia 1206 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762  

Earl Campio  1340 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario CA 91762 

Mansour Ghabril  P.O. Box 7601, Alhambra, CA 91802 

Teri Rowlands Ludwig 
Glenn B Dorning Inc.  

1744 E Holt Boulevard. Ontario, CA 91761 

Lina Yeung 846 E. Holt Avenue, Pomona, CA 91767  

Lai Yeung 846 E. Holt Avenue, Pomona, CA 91767 
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Rene Guererro 
City of Pomona 

505 South Garey Avenue Pomona, CA 91766 

Girish Solanth 1338 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA 91762 

Sharon Alvey  496 E. Holt Boulevard, Pomona, CA 91767  

Rubio Gonzalez  924 Casa Hermosa Drive, Pomona, CA 91768 

V. Kanevsky  401 B Street, #1650, San Diego, CA 92101 

Marven Norman P.O. Box 8636, Redlands, CA 92375 

Jun Shao  846 E. Holt Avenue, Pomona, CA 91767 

Basem Muallem  
WSP 

862 E. Hospitality Lane 
San Bernardino, CA 92408 

Ata Khan 
City of Pomona 

505 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

James P. Oana 6321 Cloverhill Drive, Highland, CA 92346 

Ron Graydon 7125 Amethyst Avenue #3310, City, CA 91701  

Kirsty Hameleers Not Provided 

Cathy & Steven Dawson 7740 Hyssop Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91739 

Marven Norman  P.O. Box 8636, Redlands, CA 92375 

Kimberly Crenshaw 7711 Fennel Road 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91739 

Edwin Jacobs  11978 Foothill Boulevard 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

George Harvilla 
WSP 

862 E. Hospitality Lane, Suite 350 
San Bernardino, CA 92408 

Nancy Strickert  P.O. Box 1171, Rialto, CA 92377  

Bill & Audree Short 909 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, CA. 91762 

Archer Huntiington  7701 Chambray Place 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91739 

Mark Strickert P.O. Box 1171, Rialto, CA 92377  

Danielle Dirksen 8263 Bell Vista Drive 
Alta Loma, CA 91701 

Alejandra Luis Not Provided 

Candice Hughes 
FTA 

888 South Figueroa Street, Suite 1050 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Victor Lopez  
SBCTA 

1170 West Third Street, 2nd Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92410 

Tim Watkins 
SBCTA 

1170 West Third Street, 2nd Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92410 
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Raymond Wolfe 
SBCTA 

1170 West Third Street, 2nd Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92410 

Michelle Brantley  
Ontario International Airport Authority 

2500 E Airport Drive, Ontario, CA 91761 

Michael R. Perry  
San Bernardino County Department of Public 
Works 

825 East Third Street 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0835 

 

Comments on the Draft EIR/EA  

United States Environmental 
Protection Agency  

 Consider selecting the O&M facility site that minimizes 
impacts to residences and sensitive receptors 

Caltrans District 8  Supports the project 

Caltrans District 7  Supports the project 

State of California Office of Planning 
and Research 

 Acknowledged compliance with the State 
Clearinghouse review requirements  

City of Fontana Engineering 
Department 

 Project design issues 

 Notify seniors living along route 

 Impact to historical resources 

 General Plan consistency for access, transit, etc. 

Ontario International Airport   Request coordination and add to stakeholder list 

San Bernardino County Public Works   Impact to storm drain 

 Requested to be added to the circulation list 

Southern California Regional Rail 
Authority 

 Address update 

 Connectivity with Metrolink 

 Bus headways 

 Weekend service consideration 

 Potential stations in Ontario and Rancho Cucamonga if 
funding is available 

 Rider experience and safety 

Ontario-Montclair School District  Impacts to Montera Elementary School 

City of Ontario   O&M facility site 

 Solid waste management 

 Inconsistency of information from Traffic Analysis and 
Draft EIR 

 Environmental justice 

 Historical resources 

San Gabriel Valley Water Company   Utility relocation 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project D-27 

City of Rancho Cucamonga   In support of the project 

 Technical studies not posted at the same time of the 
release of the EIR 

 Station design 

 Traffic analysis methodology 

 Safety 

 Noise 

 Construction impacts 

South Coast Air Quality Management 
District 

 Requested electronic version of Air Quality Technical 
Study and all supporting appendices  

Augustine Band of Cahuilla Indians  No known resources by the tribe to be affected by this 
project 

Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-
Kizh Nation 

 Check if there will be ground disturbance from the 
project 

Jeff Stewart  Not in support of the project 

 Expressed opinion not in favor of the project 

Matthew Slowik   Requested to be added to the stakeholders list 

 Inconsistency issue with the recently adopted General 
Plan for Rancho Cucamonga 

 Alleged that the Draft EIR did not consider alternative 
route he previously proposed during scoping meeting 

Girish Solanth   Impact to his convenience store business on Holt 
Boulevard under Alternative B 

John Roubian  Requested right-of-way map for Alternative B 

Hank Fung   Concern about station locations 

 Traffic analysis methodology 

 Concern on operation times 

 Requested public outreach summary be posted 

Frank Cuccia   Impact to his business, Vince's Spaghetti, and other 
businesses along Holt Boulevard under Alternative B 

ESRI, Veronica Burgess  Right-of-way clarification for her property 

 In support of the project 

Lina Yeung  In support of the project 

Lai Yeung  In support of the project 

Jun Shao  In support of the project and wishes the project to be 
complete soon 
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Maria Rojas  Question about the right-of-way process 

 In support of the project 

Danielle Dirksen  In support of the project 

 Transit timing should align with other transit services 

 Station amenities 

Johnson Marine  Impacts to his business along Holt Boulevard 

Steven Dawson  Question about project information and the need for the 
project 

 Question on feasibility of alternative route and station 
location 

James Oana  Requested a project map 

John Roubian  Questions on the need for the project 

 Alleged that the project team only considers 
Alternative B 

 Impact to jobs and businesses along the proposed 
route 

Kiernan McCloskey  In support of the project 

Sharon Alvey  Concerns about maintenance of shelters at bus 
stations 

 Concerns about homeless and safety 

James Oana  Requested to be added to mailing list 

Law Offices of Michael Patrick Farrell  Represented Vince’s Spaghetti and Frank J. Cuccia 
Family Trust 

 Requested to update mailing address 

 Questioned the procedure of the public meeting 

 Impacts to Vince’s Spaghetti business during 
construction and operation 

 Draft EIR inadequately disclosed the project impacts  

Kimberly Crenshaw  Noise and vibration impacts 

 Alternatives route 

 Need assessment 

 Traffic impacts 

 Impacts to school operation 

 Safety 

 Funding source 

Aaron Skaggs  Requested list of affected stores 

Teri Rowlands Ludwig  Concerns about business operation difficulty 
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Appendix E CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 

CHECKLIST 

The following checklist has been prepared according to the California Environmental Quality 

Act (CEQA) Guidelines and was used to identify physical, biological, and social and 

economic impacts of the project. Evaluation of environmental impacts is documented in 

Chapters 3, 4, 5, and 7 of this Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment 

(EIR/EA), for each impact category and issue in turn.  

In many cases, background studies performed in connection with the project indicate no 

impacts. A No Impact answer in the last column reflects this determination. Where there is a 

need for clarifying discussion, the discussion is included within the body of the 

environmental document itself. The words "significant" and "significance" used throughout 

the following checklist are related to CEQA, not National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

impacts.  

Alternative A 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

I. AESTHETICS – Would the project:     

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a 
scenic vista? 

    

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings 
within a state scenic highway? 

    

c) Substantially degrade the existing 
visual character or quality of the site 
and its surroundings? 

    

d) Create a new source of substantial light 
or glare which would adversely affect 
day or nighttime views in the area? 

    

II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY 
RESOURCES – In determining whether 
impacts to agricultural resources are 
significant environmental effects, lead 
agencies may refer to the California 
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site 
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by 
the California Dept. of Conservation as 
an optional model to use in assessing 

    



Appendix E – California Environmental 
Quality Act Checklist 

 

 
E-2 West Valley Connector Project 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

impacts on agriculture and farmland. In 
determining whether impacts to forest 
resources, including timberland, are 
significant environmental effects, lead 
agencies may refer to information 
compiled by the California Department 
of Forestry and Fire Protection 
regarding the state’s inventory of forest 
land, including the Forest and Range 
Assessment Project and the Forest 
Legacy Assessment project; and forest 
carbon measurement methodology 
provided in Forest Protocols adopted by 
the California Air Resources Board. 
Would the project: 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Farmland), as shown on 
the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 
Program of the California Resources 
Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

    

b) Conflict with existing zoning for 
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act 
contract? 

    

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or 
cause rezoning of, forest land (as 
defined in Public Resources Code 
section 12220(g)), timberland (as 
defined by Public Resources Code 
section 4526), or timberland zoned 
Timberland Production (as defined by 
Government Code section 51104(g))? 

    

d) Result in the loss of forest land or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest 
use? 

    

e) Involve other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their location 
or nature, could result in conversion of 
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest 
use? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

III. AIR QUALITY – Where available, the 
significance criteria established by the 
applicable air quality management or 
air pollution control district may be 
relied upon to make the following 
determinations. Would the project: 

    

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation 
of the applicable air quality plan? 

    

b) Violate any air quality standard or 
contribute substantially to an existing or 
projected air quality violation? 

    

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable 
net increase of any criteria pollutant for 
which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal 
or state ambient air quality standard 
(including releasing emissions which 
exceed quantitative thresholds for 
ozone precursors)? 

    

d) Expose sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant concentrations? 

    

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people? 

    

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES – Would 
the project: 

    

a) 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 the 
California Department of Fish and 
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

    

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on 
any riparian habitat or other sensitive 
natural community identified in local or 
regional plans, policies, regulations or 
by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or US Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on 
federally protected wetlands as defined 
by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means? 

    

d) Interfere substantially with the 
movement of any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or with 
established native resident or migratory 
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 
native wildlife nursery sites? 

    

e) Conflict with any local policies or 
ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree preservation 
policy or ordinance? 

    

f) Conflict with the provisions of an 
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community Conservation Plan, 
or other approved local, regional, or 
state habitat conservation plan? 

    

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES – Would the 
project: 

    

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of a historical resource 
as defined in §15064.5? 

    

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of an archaeological 
resource pursuant to §15064.5? 

    

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or 
unique geologic feature? 

    

d) Disturb any human remains, including 
those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries? 

    

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS – Would the 
project: 

    

a) Expose people or structures to potential 
substantial adverse effects, including 
the risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving: 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, 
as delineated on the most recent 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 
Map issued by the State Geologist for 
the area or based on other substantial 
evidence of a known fault? Refer to 
Division of Mines and Geology Special 
Publication 42. 

    

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?     

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, 
including liquefaction? 

    

iv) Landslides?     

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the 
loss of topsoil? 

    

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil 
that is unstable, or that would become 
unstable as a result of the project, and 
potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse? 

    

d) Be located on expansive soil, as 
defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 
Building Code (1994), creating 
substantial risks to life or property? 

    

e) Have soils incapable of adequately 
supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative waste water disposal 
systems where sewers are not 
available for the disposal of waste 
water? 

    

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 
– Would the project: 

    

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, 
either directly or indirectly, that may 
have a significant impact on the 
environment? 

    

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy 
or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse 
gases? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS – Would the project: 

    

a) Create a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials? 

    

b) Create a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment through reasonably 
foreseeable upset and accident 
conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the 
environment? 

    

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within 
0.25 mile of an existing or proposed 
school? 

    

d) Be located on a site which is included 
on a list of hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to Government 
Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
would it create a significant hazard to 
the public or the environment? 

    

e) For a project located within an airport 
land use plan or, where such a plan has 
not been adopted, within two miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, 
would the project result in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working in 
the project area? 

    

f) For a project within the vicinity of a 
private airstrip, would the project result 
in a safety hazard for people residing or 
working in the project area? 

    

g) Impair implementation of or physically 
interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? 

    

h) Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving wildlife fires, including where 
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized 
areas or where residences are 
intermixed with wildlands? 

    



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project E-7 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER 
QUALITY – Would the project? 

    

a) Violate any water quality standards or 
waste discharge requirements? 

    

b) Substantially deplete groundwater 
supplies or interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge such that there 
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume 
or a lowering of the local groundwater 
table level (e.g., the production rate of 
pre-existing nearby wells would drop to 
a level which would not support existing 
land uses or planned uses for which 
permits have been granted)? 

    

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage 
pattern of the site or area, including 
through the alteration of the course of a 
stream or river, in a manner which 
would result in erosion or siltation on- or 
off-site? 

    

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage 
pattern of the site or area, including 
through the alteration of the course of a 
stream or river, or substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface 
runoff in a manner which would result in 
flooding on- or off-site? 

    

e) Create or contribute runoff water which 
would exceed the capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater drainage systems 
or provide substantial additional 
sources of polluted runoff? 

    

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water 
quality? 

    

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood 
area as mapped on a federal Flood 
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance 
Rate Map or other flood hazard 
delineation map? 

    

h) Place housing within a 100-year flood 
hazard area structures which would 
impede or redirect flood flows? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

i) Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving flooding, including flooding as 
a result of the failure of a levee or dam? 

    

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or 
mudflow? 

    

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING – Would 
the project: 

    

a) Physically divide an established 
community? 

    

b) Conflict with any applicable land use 
plan, policy, or regulation of an agency 
with jurisdiction over the project 
(including, but not limited to, the 
general plan, specific plan, local coastal 
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted 
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating 
an environment effect? 

    

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat 
conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan? 

    

X. MINERAL RESOURCES – Would the 
project: 

    

a) Result in the loss of availability of a 
known mineral resource that would be 
of value to the region and the residents 
of the state? 

    

b) Result in the loss of availability of a 
locally important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan, or other 
land use plan? 

    

XI. NOISE – Would the project result in:     

a) Exposure of persons to a generation of 
noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the local general plan or 
noise ordinance, or applicable 
standards of other agencies? 

    

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of 
excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

c) A substantial permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity above levels existing without the 
project? 

    

d) A substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity above levels existing 
without the project? 

    

e) For a project located within an airport 
land use plan or, where such a plan has 
not been adopted, within 2 miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, 
would the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area 
to excessive noise levels? 

    

f) For a project within the vicinity of a 
private airstrip, would the project 
expose people residing or working in 
the project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

    

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING – 
Would the project: 

    

a) Induce substantial population growth in 
an area, either directly (for example, by 
proposing new homes and businesses) 
or indirectly (for example, through 
extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

    

b) Displace substantial numbers of 
existing housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

    

c) Displace substantial numbers of 
people, necessitating the construction 
of replacement housing elsewhere? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES – Would the 
project: 

    

a) Would the project result in substantial 
adverse physical impacts associated 
with the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, need for 
new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental 
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times, or other 
performance objectives for any of the 
public services: 

    

 Fire protection?     

 Police protection?     

 Schools?     

 Parks?     

 Other public facilities?     

XV. RECREATION –     

a) Would the project increase the use of 
existing neighborhood and regional 
parks or other recreational facilities 
such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would occur 
or be accelerated? 

    

b) Does the project include recreational 
facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities 
which might have an adverse physical 
effect on the environment? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC – 
Would the project: 

    

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, 
ordinance or policy establishing 
measures of effectiveness for the 
performance of the circulation system, 
taking into account all modes of 
transportation including mass transit 
and non-motorized travel and relevant 
components of the circulation system, 
including but not limited to 
intersections, streets, highways and 
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, 
and mass transit? 

    

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion 
management program, including, but 
not limited to level of service standards 
and travel demand measures, or other 
standards established by the county 
congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highways?  

    

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, 
including either an increase in traffic 
levels or a change in location that 
results in substantial safety risks? 

    

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a 
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

    

e) Result in inadequate emergency 
access? 

    

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or 
programs regarding public transit, 
bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or 
otherwise decrease the performance or 
safety of such facilities? 

    

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 
– Would the project: 

    

a) Exceed wastewater treatment 
requirements of the applicable Regional 
Water Quality Control Board? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

b) Require or result in the construction of 
new water or wastewater treatment 
facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

    

c) Require or result in the construction of 
new storm water drainage facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which would cause 
significant environmental effects? 

    

d) Have sufficient water supplies available 
to serve the project from existing 
entitlements and resources, or are new 
or expanded entitlements needed? 

    

e) Result in determination by the 
wastewater treatment provider which 
serves or may serve the project that it 
has adequate capacity to serve the 
project’s projected demand in addition 
to the provider’s existing commitments? 

    

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient 
permitted capacity to accommodate the 
project’s solid waste disposal needs? 

    

g) Comply with federal, state, and local 
statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste? 

    

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE –  

    

a) Does the project have the potential to 
degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish 
or wildlife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate 
a plant or animal community, reduce 
the number or restrict the range of a 
rare or endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? (“Cumulatively 
considerable” means that the 
incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable 
future projects)? 

    

c) Does the project have environmental 
effects which will cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, 
either directly or indirectly? 

    

Alternative B (Preferred Alternative) 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

I. AESTHETICS – Would the project:     

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a 
scenic vista? 

    

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings 
within a state scenic highway? 

    

c) Substantially degrade the existing 
visual character or quality of the site 
and its surroundings? 

    

d) Create a new source of substantial light 
or glare which would adversely affect 
day or nighttime views in the area? 

    

II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY 
RESOURCES – In determining whether 
impacts to agricultural resources are 
significant environmental effects, lead 
agencies may refer to the California 
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site 
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by 
the California Dept. of Conservation as 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

an optional model to use in assessing 
impacts on agriculture and farmland. In 
determining whether impacts to forest 
resources, including timberland, are 
significant environmental effects, lead 
agencies may refer to information 
compiled by the California Department 
of Forestry and Fire Protection 
regarding the state’s inventory of forest 
land, including the Forest and Range 
Assessment Project and the Forest 
Legacy Assessment project; and forest 
carbon measurement methodology 
provided in Forest Protocols adopted by 
the California Air Resources Board. 
Would the project: 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Farmland), as shown on 
the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 
Program of the California Resources 
Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

    

b) Conflict with existing zoning for 
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act 
contract? 

    

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or 
cause rezoning of, forest land (as 
defined in Public Resources Code 
section 12220(g)), timberland (as 
defined by Public Resources Code 
section 4526), or timberland zoned 
Timberland Production (as defined by 
Government Code section 51104(g))? 

    

d) Result in the loss of forest land or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest 
use? 

    

e) Involve other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their location 
or nature, could result in conversion of 
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest 
use? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

III. AIR QUALITY – Where available, the 
significance criteria established by the 
applicable air quality management or 
air pollution control district may be 
relied upon to make the following 
determinations. Would the project: 

    

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation 
of the applicable air quality plan? 

    

b) Violate any air quality standard or 
contribute substantially to an existing or 
projected air quality violation? 

    

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable 
net increase of any criteria pollutant for 
which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal 
or state ambient air quality standard 
(including releasing emissions which 
exceed quantitative thresholds for 
ozone precursors)? 

    

d) Expose sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant concentrations? 

    

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people? 

    

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES – Would 
the project: 

    

a) 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 the 
California Department of Fish and 
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

    

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on 
any riparian habitat or other sensitive 
natural community identified in local or 
regional plans, policies, regulations or 
by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or US Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 
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Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on 
federally protected wetlands as defined 
by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means? 

    

d) Interfere substantially with the 
movement of any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or with 
established native resident or migratory 
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 
native wildlife nursery sites? 

    

e) Conflict with any local policies or 
ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree preservation 
policy or ordinance? 

    

f) Conflict with the provisions of an 
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community Conservation Plan, 
or other approved local, regional, or 
state habitat conservation plan? 

    

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES – Would the 
project: 

    

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of a historical resource 
as defined in §15064.5? 

    

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of an archaeological 
resource pursuant to §15064.5? 

    

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or 
unique geologic feature? 

    

d) Disturb any human remains, including 
those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries? 

    

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS – Would the 
project: 

    

a) Expose people or structures to potential 
substantial adverse effects, including 
the risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving: 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, 
as delineated on the most recent 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 
Map issued by the State Geologist for 
the area or based on other substantial 
evidence of a known fault? Refer to 
Division of Mines and Geology Special 
Publication 42. 

    

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?     

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, 
including liquefaction? 

    

iv) Landslides?     

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the 
loss of topsoil? 

    

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil 
that is unstable, or that would become 
unstable as a result of the project, and 
potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse? 

    

d) Be located on expansive soil, as 
defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 
Building Code (1994), creating 
substantial risks to life or property? 

    

e) Have soils incapable of adequately 
supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative waste water disposal 
systems where sewers are not 
available for the disposal of waste 
water? 

    

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 
– Would the project: 

    

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, 
either directly or indirectly, that may 
have a significant impact on the 
environment? 

    

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy 
or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse 
gases? 
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VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS – Would the project: 

    

a) Create a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials? 

    

b) Create a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment through reasonably 
foreseeable upset and accident 
conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the 
environment? 

    

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within 
0.25 mile of an existing or proposed 
school? 

    

d) Be located on a site which is included 
on a list of hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to Government 
Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
would it create a significant hazard to 
the public or the environment? 

    

e) For a project located within an airport 
land use plan or, where such a plan has 
not been adopted, within two miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, 
would the project result in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working in 
the project area? 

    

f) For a project within the vicinity of a 
private airstrip, would the project result 
in a safety hazard for people residing or 
working in the project area? 

    

g) Impair implementation of or physically 
interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? 

    

h) Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving wildlife fires, including where 
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized 
areas or where residences are 
intermixed with wildlands? 
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IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER 
QUALITY – Would the project? 

    

a) Violate any water quality standards or 
waste discharge requirements? 

    

b) Substantially deplete groundwater 
supplies or interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge such that there 
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume 
or a lowering of the local groundwater 
table level (e.g., the production rate of 
pre-existing nearby wells would drop to 
a level which would not support existing 
land uses or planned uses for which 
permits have been granted)? 

    

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage 
pattern of the site or area, including 
through the alteration of the course of a 
stream or river, in a manner which 
would result in erosion or siltation on- or 
off-site? 

    

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage 
pattern of the site or area, including 
through the alteration of the course of a 
stream or river, or substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface 
runoff in a manner which would result in 
flooding on- or off-site? 

    

e) Create or contribute runoff water which 
would exceed the capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater drainage systems 
or provide substantial additional 
sources of polluted runoff? 

    

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water 
quality? 

    

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood 
area as mapped on a federal Flood 
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance 
Rate Map or other flood hazard 
delineation map? 

    

h) Place housing within a 100-year flood 
hazard area structures which would 
impede or redirect flood flows? 
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i) Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving flooding, including flooding as 
a result of the failure of a levee or dam? 

    

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or 
mudflow? 

    

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING – Would 
the project: 

    

a) Physically divide an established 
community? 

    

b) Conflict with any applicable land use 
plan, policy, or regulation of an agency 
with jurisdiction over the project 
(including, but not limited to, the 
general plan, specific plan, local coastal 
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted 
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating 
an environment effect? 

    

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat 
conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan? 

    

X. MINERAL RESOURCES – Would the 
project: 

    

a) Result in the loss of availability of a 
known mineral resource that would be 
of value to the region and the residents 
of the state? 

    

b) Result in the loss of availability of a 
locally important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan, or other 
land use plan? 

    

XI. NOISE – Would the project result in:     

a) Exposure of persons to a generation of 
noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the local general plan or 
noise ordinance, or applicable 
standards of other agencies? 

    

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of 
excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 
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c) A substantial permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity above levels existing without the 
project? 

    

d) A substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity above levels existing 
without the project? 

    

e) For a project located within an airport 
land use plan or, where such a plan has 
not been adopted, within 2 miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, 
would the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area 
to excessive noise levels? 

    

f) For a project within the vicinity of a 
private airstrip, would the project 
expose people residing or working in 
the project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

    

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING – 
Would the project: 

    

a) Induce substantial population growth in 
an area, either directly (for example, by 
proposing new homes and businesses) 
or indirectly (for example, through 
extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

    

b) Displace substantial numbers of 
existing housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

    

c) Displace substantial numbers of 
people, necessitating the construction 
of replacement housing elsewhere? 
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XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES – Would the 
project: 

    

a) Would the project result in substantial 
adverse physical impacts associated 
with the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, need for 
new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental 
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times, or other 
performance objectives for any of the 
public services: 

    

 Fire protection?     

 Police protection?     

 Schools?     

 Parks?     

 Other public facilities?     

XV. RECREATION –     

a) Would the project increase the use of 
existing neighborhood and regional 
parks or other recreational facilities 
such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would occur 
or be accelerated? 

    

b) Does the project include recreational 
facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities 
which might have an adverse physical 
effect on the environment? 
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XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC – 
Would the project: 

    

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, 
ordinance or policy establishing 
measures of effectiveness for the 
performance of the circulation system, 
taking into account all modes of 
transportation including mass transit 
and non-motorized travel and relevant 
components of the circulation system, 
including but not limited to 
intersections, streets, highways and 
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, 
and mass transit? 

    

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion 
management program, including, but 
not limited to level of service standards 
and travel demand measures, or other 
standards established by the county 
congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highways?  

    

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, 
including either an increase in traffic 
levels or a change in location that 
results in substantial safety risks? 

    

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a 
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

    

e) Result in inadequate emergency 
access? 

    

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or 
programs regarding public transit, 
bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or 
otherwise decrease the performance or 
safety of such facilities? 

    

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 
– Would the project: 

    

a) Exceed wastewater treatment 
requirements of the applicable Regional 
Water Quality Control Board? 
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b) Require or result in the construction of 
new water or wastewater treatment 
facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

    

c) Require or result in the construction of 
new storm water drainage facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which would cause 
significant environmental effects? 

    

d) Have sufficient water supplies available 
to serve the project from existing 
entitlements and resources, or are new 
or expanded entitlements needed? 

    

e) Result in determination by the 
wastewater treatment provider which 
serves or may serve the project that it 
has adequate capacity to serve the 
project’s projected demand in addition 
to the provider’s existing commitments? 

    

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient 
permitted capacity to accommodate the 
project’s solid waste disposal needs? 

    

g) Comply with federal, state, and local 
statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste? 

    

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE –  

    

a) Does the project have the potential to 
degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish 
or wildlife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate 
a plant or animal community, reduce 
the number or restrict the range of a 
rare or endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 
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b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? (“Cumulatively 
considerable” means that the 
incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable 
future projects)? 

    

c) Does the project have environmental 
effects which will cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, 
either directly or indirectly? 

    

 

  



Appendix E – California Environmental 
Quality Act Checklist 

 

 
E-26 West Valley Connector Project 

 

This page intentionally left blank. 



 

 

APPENDIX F  
PROJECT IMPACT STUDY BOUNDARY MAPS





Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-1 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-2 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-3 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-4 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-5 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-6 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-7 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-8 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-9 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-10 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-11 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-12 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-13 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-14 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-15 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-16 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-17 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-18 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-19 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-20 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-21 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-22 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-23 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-24 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-25 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-26 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-27 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-28 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-29 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-30 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-31 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-32 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-33 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-34 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-35 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-36 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-37 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-38 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-39 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-40 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-41 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-42 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-43 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-44 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-45 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-46 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-47 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-48 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-49 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-50 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-51 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-52 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project F-53 

 



Appendix F – Project Impact Study 
Boundary Maps 

 

 
F-54 West Valley Connector Project 



 

 

APPENDIX G  
KEY CORRESPONDENCE





Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

West Valley Connector Project G-1 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-2 West Valley Connector Project 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project G-3 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-4 West Valley Connector Project 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project G-5 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-6 West Valley Connector Project 

 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project G-7 

 
 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-8 West Valley Connector Project 

  

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project G-9 

 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-10 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project G-11 

 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-12 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project G-13 

 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-14 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project G-15 

 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-16 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project G-17 

 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-18 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project G-19 

 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-20 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project G-21 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-22 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project G-23 

 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-24 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project G-25 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-26 West Valley Connector Project 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project G-27 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-28 West Valley Connector Project 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project G-29 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-30 West Valley Connector Project 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 
West Valley Connector Project G-31 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-32 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 

West Valley Connector Project G-33 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-34 West Valley Connector Project 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 

West Valley Connector Project G-35 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-36 West Valley Connector Project 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 

West Valley Connector Project G-37 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-38 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 

West Valley Connector Project G-39 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-40 West Valley Connector Project 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 

West Valley Connector Project G-41 

 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-42 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 

West Valley Connector Project G-43 

 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-44 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 

West Valley Connector Project G-45 

 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-46 West Valley Connector Project 

 



Final Environmental Impact Report/  
Environmental Assessment  
 

 

West Valley Connector Project G-47 

 



Appendix G – Key Correspondence 
 

G-48 West Valley Connector Project 

 

This page intentionally left blank. 



 

 

APPENDIX H  
PUBLIC OUTREACH ACTIVITIES   
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Introduction 

This section summarizes public outreach activities on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 

(EIR)/Environmental Assessment (EA) for the West Valley Connector Corridor (WVCC) Project. 

Responses to public comments received during the public review period are also provided 

herein. 

Public and Agency Review Process 

The following discussions summarize the public involvement actions associated with public 

circulation for the Draft EIR/EA of the proposed project. 

Document Circulation 

The Notice of Availability (NOA) of the Draft EIR/EA for the WVCC Project (Attachment A) in 

both English and Spanish was issued on June 24, 2019. The notice was sent to affected public 

agencies, stakeholders, and residents and properties within a 0.25-mile radius of the project 

site. The document was circulated for public review and comment for a period of 45 days, from 

June 24 to August 8, 2019. The Draft EIR/EA was also available for public review and comment 

on the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA) website at: 

http://www.gosbcta.com/sbcta/plans-projects/projects-rail-WestValleyConnector.html. 

Hard copies of the Draft EIR/EA were made available at the following public locations: 

 Fontana Lewis Library, 8437 Sierra Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335 

 Ovitt Family Community Library, 215 E. C Street, Ontario, CA 91764 

 Pomona Public Library, 625 S. Garey Avenue, Pomona, CA 91766 

 Law Library for San Bernardino County, 8409 Utica Avenue, Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

 Rancho Cucamonga Public Library, 12505 Cultural Center Drive, Rancho Cucamonga, CA 

91739 

Newspaper Public Notice 

SBCTA posted the NOA of the Draft EIR/EA for the proposed project in the following 

newspapers: 

 Daily Bulletin, Inland Empire, on July 14, 2019 

 Redland Daily Facts, on July 14, 2019 

 San Bernardino Sun, Inland Empire, on July 14, 2019 

 La Prensa, on July 19, 2019 

 Daily Bulletin, Inland Empire, on July 21, 2019 

 Redland Daily Facts, on July 21, 2019 

 San Bernardino Sun, Inland Empire, on July 21, 2019 

 La Prensa, on July 26, 2019 
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A proof of publication is provided in the Public Outreach Report for West Valley Connector, 

September 2019. 

Eblast 

The NOA and the reminder notice to attend public meetings were sent to members of the public 

via electronic mail a week before each public meeting. 

Public Meetings 

Four public meetings were held at the following dates, times, and locations to inform the public 

of the proposed project and encourage public input. 

Date Time Location Address 

July 17, 2019 6:00-8:00 p.m. 
City of Fontana – Flex 

Conference Room, City Hall 
8353 Sierra Avenue 
Fontana, CA 92335 

July 18, 2019 6:00-8:00 p.m. 
City of Ontario Senior Center  

MPR 
225 East B Street,  
Ontario, CA 91764 

July 31, 2019 6:00-8:00 p.m. 
City of Pomona 

City Council Chambers 
505 Garey Avenue 
Pomona, CA 91766 

August 1, 2019 6:00-8:00 p.m. 
City of Rancho Cucamonga 

Central Park – Etiwanda Room 
11200 Base Line Road 

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

 

The meeting was arranged in an open house format with various exhibits and a brief 

presentation explaining details of the project. Following the presentation, attendees were 

encouraged to review the exhibits and consult with members from the Federal Transit 

Administration (FTA), SBCTA, Omnitrans, and the consultant team. A Spanish-speaking 

interpreter was available to meeting attendees. 

Response to Public Comments 

During the public circulation period, FTA and SBCTA received 35 comments on the 

Draft EIR/EA from public and agency stakeholders, as follows: 

 Federal: 1 

 State: 3 

 Local agency: 8 

 Organization: 1 

 General public: 22 

Table 1 provides the names of commenters and issues raised. Each public comment was 

individually reviewed and addressed with a formal response. 



 

 
West Valley Connector Project H-3 

To facilitate the response to public comments, master responses to various subject areas were 

developed as shown in Table 2. Individual comments from the public and agencies have been 

addressed and are presented in the following master response matrix.  
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Table 1 Summary of Comments Received during Public Circulation Period 

Comment 
Code 

Commenter  
Name 

Date  
received Issue Raised Delivery Method 

F-1 Environmental 
Protection Agency 

8/8/2019  Consider selecting the O&M facility site that minimizes impacts 
to residences and sensitive receptors 

Postal Mail 

S-1 Caltrans D8 7/22/2019  Supports the project Postal Mail 

S-2 Caltrans D7 7/30/2019  Supports the project Postal Mail 

S-3 State of California 
Office of Planning 
and Research 

8/12/2019  Acknowledged compliance with the State Clearinghouse review 
requirements  

Postal Mail 

A-1 City of Fontana 
Engineering 
Department 

7/29/2019  Project design issues 

 Notify seniors living along route 

 Impact to historical resources 

 General Plan consistency for access, transit, etc. 

E-mail 

A-2 Ontario International 
Airport 

8/1/2019  Request coordination and add to stakeholder list E-mail 

A-3 San Bernardino 
County Department 
of Public Works 

8/6/2019  Impact to storm drain 

 Requested to be added to the circulation list 

E-mail 

A-4 Southern California 
Regional Rail 
Authority 

8/7/2019  Address update 

 Connectivity with Metrolink 

 Bus headways 

 Weekend service consideration 

 Potential stations in Ontario and Rancho Cucamonga if funding 
is available 

 Rider experience and safety 

Postal Mail 
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Table 1 Summary of Comments Received during Public Circulation Period 

Comment 
Code 

Commenter  
Name 

Date  
received Issue Raised Delivery Method 

A-5 Ontario-Montclair 
School District 

8/8/2019  Impacts to Montera Elementary School Postal Mail to 
SBCTA and FTA 

A-6 City of Ontario 8/8/2019  O&M facility site 

 Solid waste management 

 Inconsistency of information from Traffic Analysis and Draft EIR 

 Environmental justice 

 Historical resources 

Postal Mail 

A-7 San Gabriel Valley 
Water Company 

8/8/2019  Utility relocation E-mail 

A-8 City of Rancho 
Cucamonga 

8/8/2019  In support of the project 

 Technical studies not posted at the same time of the release of 
the EIR 

 Station design 

 Traffic analysis methodology 

 Safety 

 Noise 

 Construction impacts 

E-mail 

O-1 Augustine Band of 
Cahuilla Indians 

7/31/2019  No known resources by the tribe to be affected by this project Postal Mail 

P-1 Jeff Stewart 7/17/2019  Not in support of the project 

 Expressed opinion not in favor of the project 

E-mail 
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Table 1 Summary of Comments Received during Public Circulation Period 

Comment 
Code 

Commenter  
Name 

Date  
received Issue Raised Delivery Method 

P-2 Matthew Slowik 7/17/2019  Requested to be added to the Stakeholders list 

 Inconsistency issue with the recently adopted General Plan for 
Rancho Cucamonga 

 Alleged that the Draft EIR did not consider alternative route he 
previously proposed during scoping meeting 

Meeting 

P-3 Girish Solanth 7/18/2019  Impact to his convenience store business on Holt Boulevard 
under Alternative B 

Meeting 

P-4 John Roubian 7/18/2019  Requested right-of-way map for Alternative B Meeting 

P-5 Hank Fung 7/22/2019  Concern about station locations 

 Traffic analysis methodology 

 Concern on operation times 

 Requested public outreach summary be posted 

E-mail 

P-6 Frank Cuccia 7/25/2019  Impact to his business, Vince's Spaghetti, and other businesses 
along Holt Boulevard under Alternative B 

E-mail 

P-7 ESRI, Veronica 
Burgess 

7/26/2019  Right-of-way clarification for her property 

 In support of the project 

E-mail 

P-8 Lina Yeung 7/31/2019  In support of the project Meeting 

P-9 Lai Yeung 7/31/2019  In support of the project Meeting 

P-10 Jun Shao 7/31/2019  In support of the project and wishes the project to be complete 
soon 

Meeting 

P-11 Maria Rojas 7/31/2019  Question about the right-of-way process 

 In support of the project 

Meeting 
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Table 1 Summary of Comments Received during Public Circulation Period 

Comment 
Code 

Commenter  
Name 

Date  
received Issue Raised Delivery Method 

P-12 Danielle Dirksen 8/1/2019  In support of the project 

 Transit timing should align with other transit services 

 Station amenities 

Meeting 

P-13 Johnson Marine 7/31/2019  Impacts to his business along Holt Boulevard Meeting 

P-14 Teri Rowlands 
Ludwig 

8/1/2019  Concerns about business operation difficulty E-mail 

P-15 Steven Dawson 8/6/2019  Question about project information and the need for the project 

 Question on feasibility of alternative route and station location 

Meeting 

P-16 John Roubian 8/7/2019  Questions on the need for the project 

 Alleged that the project team only considers Alternative B 

 Impact to jobs and businesses along the proposed route 

E-mail 

P-17 Kiernan McCloskey 8/7/2019  In support of the project E-mail 

P-18 Sharon Alvey 8/7/2019  Concerns about maintenance of shelters at bus stations 

 Concerns about homeless and safety 

E-mail 

P-19 James Oana 8/7/2019  Requested to be added to mailing list Meeting 

P-20 Law Offices of 
Michael Patrick 
Farrell 

8/8/2019  Represented Vince’s Spaghetti and Frank J. Cuccia Family Trust 

 Requested to update mailing address 

 Questioned the procedure of the public meeting 

 Impacts to Vince’s Spaghetti business during construction and 
operation 

 Draft EIR inadequately disclosed the project impacts  

Postal Mail,  
E-mail 
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Table 1 Summary of Comments Received during Public Circulation Period 

Comment 
Code 

Commenter  
Name 

Date  
received Issue Raised Delivery Method 

P-21 Kimberly Crenshaw 8/8/2019  Noise and vibration impacts 

 Alternatives route 

 Need assessment 

 Traffic impacts 

 Impacts to school operation 

 Safety 

 Funding source 

E-mail 

P-22 Aaron Skaggs 8/12/2019  Requested list of affected stores E-mail 
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Table 2: Master Response Matrix 

Number Topic Comment Response 

1 Purpose and Need  The purpose of the West Valley Connector Corridor (WVCC) Project is to improve corridor mobility and transit efficiency 
in the western San Bernardino Valley from the city of Pomona, in Los Angeles County, to the city of Fontana, in San 
Bernardino County, with an enhanced, state-of-the-art bus rapid transit (BRT) system (i.e., the system that includes off-
board fare vending, all-door boarding, transit signal priority [TSP], optimized operating plans, and stations that consist 
of a branded shelter/canopy, security cameras, benches, lighting, and variable message signs). The proposed project 
would address the growing traffic congestion and travel demands.  

Recognizing the importance of the WVCC transit corridor, the San Bernardino County Transit Authority (SBCTA) 
proposes a project that is designed to achieve the following:  

 Improve transit service by better accommodating existing high bus ridership.  

 Improve ridership by providing a viable and competitive transit alternative to the automobile.  

 Improve efficiency of transit service delivery while lowering Omnitrans’ operating costs per rider.  

 Support local and regional planning goals to organize development along transit corridors and around transit 

stations.  

The project purpose stated above would respond to the following needs: 

 Current and future population and employment conditions establish a need for higher-quality transit service.  

 Current and future transportation conditions establish a need for an improved transit system.  

 Future transit-related opportunities that may exist in the project area. 

2 Range of alternatives evaluated As part of the initial environmental scoping process for the WVCC Project, Omnitrans considered a range of 
alternatives. Six build alternatives were developed by Omnitrans. In addition, alternatives suggested by the public and 
alternatives from the WVCC Alternative Analysis Report (AA), adopted by Omnitrans in 2015, were also evaluated as 
part of the initial screening. The AA included a detailed alternatives analysis that assessed a No Build Alternative, a 
Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternative, and 14 potential viable build alternatives based on 5 
categories (i.e., ridership and performance, capital costs, operations and maintenance (O&M) costs, cost effectiveness, 
and financial viability). 

This initial screening process was intended to eliminate from further study those alternatives that are not considered 
reasonable and feasible. The intention is to identify only the most viable alternatives for further detailed environmental 
evaluation. Section 2.10, Alternatives Considered but Withdrawn from Further Consideration, of the Final EIR described 
the development of the range of alternatives considered by the project development team, including the reasons why 
each alternative is being rejected from further analysis. 

Concern was raised that the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)/Environmental Assessment (EA) should evaluate 
an alternative alignment that does not include Sierra Avenue as provided to Omnitrans during the scoping meeting. 
Chapter 2 of the Draft EIR/EA (June 2019) and the Final EIR discuss the development of the project alternatives and 
the alternatives that were considered. Several alternatives were subsequently eliminated from further consideration, as 
discussed in Section 2.10 of the Final EIR.  
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The Draft EIR/EA documented the Juniper Avenue and Mango Avenue alignment alternatives as suggested by a local 
stakeholder from Fontana during the scoping phase in April 2016 (Section 2.10.2, Alternatives Developed by 
Omnitrans). The following is the excerpt from Section 2.10.2. 

Juniper Avenue and Mango Avenue Alignment Alternatives – During the scoping phase of the project in April 2016, a 
local stakeholder from Fontana proposed Juniper Avenue and Mango Avenue as alternative alignments to Sierra 
Avenue due to less congestion and fewer traffic signals. Per the City of Fontana Circulation Element, Juniper Avenue 
and Mango Avenue are two-lane local streets designed to serve a residential area, whereas Sierra Avenue is a four-
lane divided arterial serving the main commercial core of Fontana. The WVCC Project uses Sierra Avenue because it 
includes major destinations such as Kaiser Permanente Medical Center, Fontana Civic Center, Chaffey College 
Fontana Campus, and the Fontana Metrolink Station. The project supports the City of Fontana’s Circulation Element 
Goal #2 by providing enhanced bus service to the City of Fontana, thereby making it more attractive for choice riders 
who otherwise may drive along Sierra Avenue today. Enhancements to Sierra Avenue include TSP [transit signal 
priority], which increases (or advances) green time for approaching buses, but it also benefits individual motorists 
approaching the same intersection. The individual motorists approaching the intersections in the same direction as the 
bus would benefit from the same increased green time and reduced delay. Through implementation of the enhanced 
bus rapid transit (BRT) service, a reduction in local bus service along Sierra Avenue is anticipated. The proposed 
frequency of the BRT is not anticipated to have an adverse effect on future traffic on Sierra Avenue between Kaiser 
Permanente Medical Center and Foothill Boulevard. 

3 Locally Preferred Alternative 
(LPA) 

Prior to the circulation of the Draft EIR/EA, on January 4, 2018, SBCTA Board identified Alternative B, Full BRT with 3.5 
miles of dedicated bus-only lanes in Ontario, as the SBCTA Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) subject to completion of 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review.  Each of the 
cities agreed on the Alternative B as meeting the needs of premium transit service with their jurisdiction. Selection of 
the Preferred Alternative was made after all public comments on the Draft EIR/EA were considered by SBCTA, 
Omnitrans, and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). SBCTA and Omnitrans staff and the consultant team initially 
reviewed the comments received on the Draft EIR/EA, along with the responses to the comments, and compared the 
alternatives during a selected alternative workshop held on September 16, 2019. Based on the assessment and 
discussion during the workshop, SBCTA and Omnitrans staff members determined that the decision made by the 2018 
SBCTA Board should be upheld and that Alternative B should remain as the LPA.  The meeting minutes for the 
selection of the preferred alternative are provided in Attachment A. 

In addition to the preferred alternative selection, workshop attendees also discussed the preferred Operation and 
Maintenance (O&M) facility site. Three optional sites, all located in the same vicinity within the City of Ontario (Site 1: 
1516 S. Cucamonga Avenue; Site 2: 1440 S. Cucamonga Avenue, and Site 3: 1333 S. Bon View Avenue), were 
analyzed in the Draft EIR/EA. All three sites are owned by the City of Ontario. Impacts from construction and operation 
on each potential site would be similar; however, the cost to obtain Site 3 may be higher if hazardous material 
remediation is required.  Based on the City of Ontario’s comments received during the public review period, Site 1 and 
Site 2 are currently not available. Staff, therefore, recommended that Site 3 be chosen for the targeted O&M facility 
construction. 

Staff presented this finding to the SBCTA Transit Committee, and the Committee voted unanimously at its October 10, 
2019, meeting to recommend Alternative B as the Preferred Alternative to the SBCTA Board. Subsequently, the SBCTA 
Board voted for Alternative B to be identified as the Preferred Alternative in the Final EIR on November 6, 2019. Since 
the City of Pomona does not have a member in the SBCTA Transit Committee, the City of Pomona City Council voted 
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to approve Alternative B as a Preferred Alternative on December 2, 2019.  Alternative B has also been stated as an 
LPA in the and the Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) prepared by FTA. 

4 Funding sources and project 
costs 

The cost estimates for implementation of Phase I (Milliken Alignment) of Alternatives A and B as presented in the Final 
EIR are as follows: 

 Capital construction cost plus ROW and support costs (Corridor and O&M Facility) in 2018 dollars:  

 Alternative A – $117 million 

 Alternative B – $222 million 

 Average annual Operation and Maintenance costs over 15-year period (Corridor and O&M Facility):  

 Alternatives A and B – $5.05 million 

The cost estimates for implementation of Phase II (Haven Alignment) has not been finalized. 

The funding sources for Phase I (Milliken Alignment) at the year of expenditure are listed below: 

Federal ($155,698,000) 

 Grant Awards (Small Starts Program) $65,000,000 

 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program $39,745,000 

 Omnitrans (Land Sale Proceeds) $30,953,000 

 Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program $15,000,000 

 Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 5307   $5,000,000 
State ($24,568,000) 

 State Transit Assistance (STA) Population $14,000,000 

 Local Partnership Program (LPP)   $5,568,000 

 Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP)   $5,000,000 
Local ($106,700,000) 

 Measure I Bus Rapid Transit $95,900,000 

 City of Ontario     $9,300,000 

 Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA)   $1,500.000 

Funding sources for Phase II (Haven Alignment) have not yet been determined. 

5 BRT construction schedule and 
operation times  

Several commenters asked about the project schedule. As outlined in Section 2.8 of the Final EIR, the Phase I/Milliken 
Alignment would begin construction in early 2022 and would start operations in late 2023. The Phase II alignment is 
intended to be constructed immediately following completion of the Phase I alignment, depending on the availability of 
funding. As discussed in Section 2.5 of the Final EIR, BRT buses would generally operate from 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. 
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with peak headways for 4 hours and off-peak headways for 10 hours per day for a total span of service of 14 hours per 
day, Monday through Friday. 

Several suggestions were made that the WVCC Project should be implemented to provide connectivity with Metrolink 
service, including alignment of bus headways with Metrolink train arrival and departure times to facilitate multimodal 
travel, providing weekend service, and connectivity with potential rail station sites that are currently unfunded. In 
addition, the connection pathways between BRT station platforms and Metrolink stations should be designed to 
enhance passenger comfort and safety through shade partitions, lighting, seating, signage and wayfinding, Americans 
with Disabilities Act (ADA)-compliance pathway, and real-time service information.  

The WVCC Project will provide connections to various destinations, as described by the Southern California Regional 
Rail Authority (SCRRA). With regard to the headway schedule, once the project is constructed and test run, the 
headway schedule will be reviewed and adjusted as appropriate. Bus service during the weekend will be considered as 
ridership and funding allow. 

As for the connectivity with potential rail station sites, if funding becomes available for these proposed rail stations, 
provisions such as signs directing passengers from one location to the other can be discussed by Omnitrans and 
SCRRA. If these rail stations are constructed prior to this project, wayfinding signs will be included in the project during 
the final design phase.  

6 Traffic operations analysis 
methodology  

Several comments were received regarding the methodology used for conducting the Traffic Operations Analysis (TOA) 
and the presentation of the results. The TOA was performed comprehensively throughout the corridor and the proposed 
O&M Facility options. The TOA was conducted using the SBCTA’s Congestion Management Program Traffic Analysis 
guidelines. Level of Service (LOS) analysis was calculated at most of the study area intersections following Highway 
Capacity Manual (HCM) 2000 methodology for evaluation and using Synchro software for calculations. Due to 
differences in the configuration and operation of the dedicated bus lane facility along Holt Boulevard between Benson 
Avenue and Vineyard Avenue in Ontario, intersection analysis was performed using VISSIM micro-simulation software 
for that particular segment. Intersection vehicle delay results generated by micro-simulation models such as VISSIM are 
not HCM compliant; however, the differences in the results of the LOS analysis between VISSIM and Synchro are 
typically negligible. 

Responses to comments from the public pertaining to traffic analysis are provided below: 

1. Traffic Operation Analysis used methodology that is inconsistent with what is used by Rancho Cucamonga.  

The Rancho Cucamonga General Plan has a Level of Service (LOS) D standard for street network, and LOS E is 
considered a significant impact. Relevant traffic sections of the Final EIR (Sections 1.4.2 and 3.3.3) have been 
updated with this information. This has resulted in no change to the conclusion of the traffic impact analysis.  

The TOA Report used Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2000 for the intersections in all jurisdictions for 
consistency. The HCM 2010 introduces a method to evaluate signalized intersections for non-ideal cases. The 
project was evaluated for an ideal case at signalized intersections. The method in the HCM 2010 for evaluating 
ideal cases is equivalent to the HCM 2000. 

2. Traffic counts conducted when school was not in session. 
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The overall size of the study area dictated an extensive traffic count collection process. During this process, traffic 
counts needed to be collected over the course of weeks and months. To adhere to the project schedule, some 
locations required traffic counts be collected during July. 

3. Uses LOS metric instead of vehicle miles traveled (VMT). 

The project uses VMT to support the following statutory goals: the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the 
development of multimodal transportation networks, and a diversity of land uses. Although Senate Bill (SB) 743 
directed the Office of Planning and Research (OPR) to establish specific criteria for determining the significance of 
transportation impacts of projects, lead agencies have discretion to develop and adopt their own, or rely on 
thresholds recommended by other agencies, provided the decision of the lead agency to adopt such thresholds is 
supported by substantial evidence. In preparing the environmental document, SBCTA used VMT metrics in 
determining the greenhouse gas emission impacts as outlined in Section 4.17 of the Final EIR. 

As for traffic analysis, FTA and SBCTA chose to analyze impacts to the intersection LOS to determine impacts 
from traffic operations with the proposed project to ensure that impacts at any intersections under study are 
reasonably mitigated. 

4. Inconsistencies of traffic analysis results and recommended measures between the TOA and the Draft EIR/EA. 

The TOA analyzed six alternatives, A through F. The mitigation measures discussed in Section 10 of the TOA are 
based on Opening Year and/or Design Year results, as well as for Alternatives A through F. Alternatives D and E in 
the TOA are the same as Alternatives A and B analyzed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIR. Only the results of 
Alternatives D, E, and No Build, as well as mitigation measures pertaining to these two alternatives, are 
summarized in the Final EIR. 

7 Traffic impacts from the 
proposed BRT construction and 
implementation 

Concern was raised whether the WVCC Project is needed because traffic on Holt Boulevard is not at capacity yet.  

Traffic along Holt Boulevard is not the only factor to determine the need for the project. Chapter 1 of the Final EIR 
describes the planning background of the proposed project, which began in 2004. The ridership forecast was performed 
as presented in Table 3-1 of the Final EIR. As shown in Table 3-1, the Phase I/Milliken Alignment of the proposed 
project is forecast to provide service for 5,800 riders in the opening year. When coupled with ridership that would be 
maintained from local Bus Routes 61 and 66, total daily public transit ridership along the corridor in opening year is 
estimated to be approximately 11,000. This amounts to more than 2,300 new daily transit trips, or a 27-percent increase 
over the forecast ridership without the proposed project.  

The Phase II/Haven Alignment is planned to be constructed after the Phase I/Milliken Alignment is completed and when 
funding is available. The opening year for the Phase II/Haven Alignment would be sometime between 2023 and 2040. 
Both phases of operation combined are forecast to provide service for 8,290 riders at the opening year. When coupled 
with ridership on the local bus routes, total daily ridership along the corridor is estimated to be approximately 12,000 
daily transit trips, a 36-percent increase over the forecast ridership without the proposed project. 

The two alignments of the proposed project are forecast to serve 10,170 transit riders daily in horizon year 2040, further 
improving the overall transportation system in the study area and helping reduce automobile travel. When coupled with 
ridership on the local bus routes, total daily ridership along the corridor in 2040 is estimated to be approximately 14,700 
daily transit trips, a 41-percent increase over the forecast ridership without the proposed project. The proposed project’s 
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overall effect on transit would be beneficial; it would not cause any negative impacts to the transit system in the study 
area. 

Concern was raised about traffic impacts during construction and operation of the WVCC Project.  

Chapter 3 of the Final EIR discusses the traffic and transportation impacts of the No Build and Build Alternatives, based 
on the TOA prepared for the project. As stated in that section, normal traffic growth over time is expected to lead to 
increased congestion. LOS would be at LOS E or F at up to 17 intersections by 2040 under the No Build Alternative 
(see Table 3-3). Under Alternative A, traffic conditions (i.e., LOS and delay) would worsen compared to the no-build 
condition at up to 11 intersections by 2040. Under Alternative B, traffic conditions (i.e., LOS and delay) would worsen 
compared to the no-build condition at up to 12 intersections by 2040 (see Table 3-6). Operation of the O&M Facility 
would also degrade operations at 3 intersections.  

Mitigation measure TRA-1 calls for project design improvement measures to enhance BRT Operations and BRT 
Operations at Signalized Intersections, and TRA-2 calls for improvement measures at affected intersections for both 
BRT Alternatives A and B, and O&M Facility site locations 1, 2, or 3. Implementation of these measures would reduce 
impacts to less than significant levels at some but not all affected intersections. Temporary construction impacts would 
be mitigated by a traffic management plan (TMP), which would be implemented under CI-TRA-1 and the maintenance 
of business access under CI-TRA-2, as listed in Section 5.3.9 of the Final EIR. 

8 BRT operation impacts For Alternative B, BRT buses would operate in mixed-flow lanes, except where dedicated bus-only lanes (3.5 miles) are 
proposed along Holt Boulevard, between Benson Avenue and Vine Avenue and between Euclid Avenue and Vineyard 
Avenue, in Ontario. 

The project corridor would need to integrate BRT buses and other vehicular traffic movements and signalized 
intersections. Traffic signals would be reconfigured at each appropriate intersection to provide TSP operation. Signal 
modifications would include upgrades to signal controllers and software to accommodate the transit priority treatment at 
intersections. Presignals and queue jumpers would be used where appropriate to prevent traffic from stopping or 
blocking the exclusive lanes. 

Though the proposed project would remove on-street parking along Holt Boulevard between Benson Avenue and 
Vineyard Avenue, impacts were determined to be less than significant due to the low usage of parking in the area, as 
well as the reduced automobile demand resulting from the proposed project. Please also see Master Response# 10 
regarding impacts associated with loss of street parking. 

Certain project features, notably exclusive lanes, may be initially unfamiliar to pedestrians and motorists. Continuous 
exclusive lanes would prohibit mid-block left-turn movements into businesses. Motorists would be required to continue 
to the nearest intersection and execute a u-turn movement to reach the intended mid-block destination. This is not 
considered a significant impact, and signage will be provided to alert motorists of this situation. (Mitigation Measure 
TRA-1) 

9 Pedestrian access and bicycle 
lane impacts, measures, and 
improvements 

The City of Fontana is concerned about the conflicts between bus operations and bicyclists and the planned mixed 
uses along major streets such as Sierra Avenue and Foothill Boulevard. The City requested inclusion of senior 
apartment complexes on Sierra Avenue and the senior center in notification/outreach process. In addition, the City 
requested that the construction sign be posted to display the contact person in the event of construction-related 
impacts. 
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The proposed bus stop operations of the WVCC Project would function similar to the existing bus stop operations along 
Sierra Avenue. The proposed project is expected to provide various enhancements to improve the safety and 
environment for pedestrians and bicycles along the corridor, including improved station amenities and marked bike 
lanes. Line of sight at the driveways adjacent to the bus shelters will be analyzed during the final design phase of this 
project. The location of the shelters will be adjusted during this phase to meet line-of-sight requirements. 

SBCTA has conducted extensive project outreach since the inception of the project. Among the various outreach 
means, a notice was mailed to all property owners and occupants within a 500-foot radius from the project corridor. 

Impacts during construction to pedestrian access and bicyclists will be minimized by the implementation of Mitigation 
Measures CI-TRA-1 as outlined in Section 5.3 of the Final EIR.  

A temporary construction sign will be posted at the construction site and has been included in the Final EIR as 
Mitigation Measure CI-AQ-15 in Section 5.3 of the Final EIR. 

10 Impacts associated with loss of 
street parking 

Section 3.4 of the Final EIR addresses impacts to parking. According to the TOA Report (April 2018), the current usage 
rate of on-street parking demand during a typical weekday is below 11 percent. Considering the low utilization of on-
street parking demand during a typical weekday, as well as the presence of off-street parking lots provided by most 
businesses, it is not likely that removal of on-street parking to accommodate the proposed project Build Alternative B 
configuration would have an adverse effect on parking conditions.  

Note that the parking data were collected during a 5-hour period on a typical weekday in July 2016. Existing parking 
count data are provided in Appendix A of the Traffic Operations Analysis Technical Report. Table 9-1 of the TOA 
summarizes hourly on-street parking count results along the south side (eastbound direction) of Holt Boulevard (from 
west to east). Because on-street parking is unmarked along the segment, parking space capacity was estimated based 
on the length of available curb, assuming an average vehicle length of 20 feet. As shown in Table 9-1, along the full 
length of the segment, on-street parking is not heavily utilized along the south side of the street. A peak utilization of 8 
percent occurs during the 11:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. and 2:00 to 3:00 p.m. hours. On-street parking spaces are generally 
more utilized on the western side of the corridor between Benson Avenue and Euclid Avenue. Along the south side of 
the street, parking is prohibited between Euclid Avenue and Pleasant Avenue. Table 9-2 of the TOA summarizes hourly 
on-street parking count results along the north side (westbound direction) of Holt Boulevard (from east to west). 
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11 Consistency with 2018 Fontana 
General Plan  

The Draft EIR/EA (June 2019) analyzed impacts of the project alternatives on land use, including consistency with the 
Fontana General Plan (2003) and Circulation Master Plan goals directly relevant to the proposed project. In November 
2018, the City of Fontana adopted a new General Plan. The new General Plan was evaluated, and a consistency 
analysis has been provided in Section 4.8, Land Use and Planning, of the Final EIR. 

As discussed in the Final EIR, the WVCC Project would not conflict with the 2018 Fontana General Plan. 
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12 Relocation/acquisitions, 
relocation benefits, impacts, and 
mitigation measures 

SBCTA recognizes the impacts to several properties along Holt Boulevard as a result of Alternative B implementation. 
The Final EIR Section 4.12 addressed the impacts as a result of property acquisition. Displaced residential and 
commercial property owners and tenants will be provided relocation assistance payments, including moving payments, 
and advisory assistance in accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisitions Policies 
Act of 1987, as amended (Uniform Act). 

Based on the Draft Relocation Impact Report prepared for this project, comparable adequate relocation sites are 
available in the project area for residential and commercial properties potentially displaced by the project. Per the 
Uniform Relocation Act, in addition to receiving fair market compensation for any property acquired on behalf of the 
project, property owners and tenants would also receive relocation assistance. There are also provisions to ensure that 
comparable replacement housing is within the financial means of the displaced persons. When such housing cannot be 
provided using the housing payments allowed within the statutory limits, the Uniform Act provides “housing of last 
resort” to respond to difficult or unique displacement conditions so displaced persons will be relocated to decent, safe, 
and sanitary replacement housing. 

Tenants who are eligible may qualify for rental assistance if the cost to rent a comparable replacement dwelling is 
greater than their previous rent. Additionally, coordination with the local housing authority representatives by the real 
estate specialist will be undertaken to determine the availability of vouchers and other options for displaced persons 
who may face immediate financial hardship. These minimization measures and others to recognize special needs 
households will be addressed in the Real Estate Acquisition Management Plan (RAMP) if Alternative B is ultimately 
selected. 

Relocation assistance benefits and services are to be provided equitably to all property owners and tenants without 
regard to race, color, religion, age, national origins, and disability as specified under Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 
1964. 

Additional mitigation measures were also provided, including Mitigation measures ACQ-1, which requires development 
of an RAMP to provide relocation assistance payments and advisory assistance to displaced persons, and ACQ-2, 
which requires the provision of transportation for displaced persons to inspect potential relocation housing. 

13 Measures to prevent homeless 
use and vandalism of bus 
shelters  

Safety and security to the public and Omnitrans’ employees are addressed in Section 4.14 of the Final EIR. It is 
SBCTA’s policy to ensure that the proposed project be designed and constructed in full compliance with FTA 
requirements for safety and security. Safety and security are priorities in conducting all work within Omnitrans station. 
Omnitrans has a System Safety Management Plan (SSMP) to achieve this policy. The overall objective of the SSMP is 
to define activities, management controls, and monitoring processes that ensure that its patrons are adequately 
protected and local fire and police jurisdictions have appropriate and unimpeded access to the system in the event of 
an incident. 

The concern about vandalism and damage to the station is well received. Ongoing monitoring and repair of the 
facilities, including amenities, will be conducted on a routine basis. 

As discussed in Section 4.14 of the Final EIR, Omnitrans’ internal security staff and contract security guard services 
handle security. Issues that arise with passengers on buses are called into the Omnitrans Dispatch Office, and a Field 
Supervisor is dispatched to the scene. Omnitrans follows the Workplace & Transit System Security Program, Personnel 
Policy 803. There are 17 security procedures that accompany Security Policy 803. These programs establish security 
procedures to protect every employee and the public. If incidents escalate beyond the control of Omnitrans drivers and 
staff, then Omnitrans Dispatch contacts local law enforcement in the city where the incident is taking place. For the 
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study area, local law enforcement includes the Pomona Police Department (PD), Montclair PD, Ontario PD, Rancho 
Cucamonga PD, Fontana PD, County of San Bernardino Sheriff’s Department, and County of Los Angeles Sheriff’s 
Department. 

14 Impacts of bus layover on air 
quality, noise, and aesthetics 

The BRT is proposed to have a typical layover of 15 minutes, running from 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. Monday through 
Friday. The hours/days of operation may be expanded based on ridership and funding. Because of the limited time 
period that running buses would be stopping at any one location, including the layovers at Victoria Gardens at Main 
Street, these impacts would not be considered significant in terms of aesthetics and visual quality. During the layovers, 
the buses would be temporarily parked and, thus, there would be no emissions or noise from bus engines. 

15 Construction impacts to school 
located close to the construction 
site 

The construction impacts of the project, including schools, are discussed in related topics in Chapter 5 of the Final EIR. 
Traffic flow, including bicycle lanes and pedestrian walkways along the roadway alignment, would be maintained during 
construction, although occasionally lane reduction could occur to accommodate construction activities. For the 
dedicated lane segment, reconstruction of the roadway would be done segment by segment and one side at a time to 
avoid roadway closure. Mitigation measures, including a TMP, noise and vibration controls, dust and air pollutants 
emissions control, have been provided.  

As far as safety is concerned, coordination with fire and police departments and other emergency services will be 
conducted in advance of construction. The contractor will coordinate with local jurisdictions, community groups, 
emergency service providers, and motorists if a detour is needed. 

The following mitigation measures have been added or strengthened into Section 5.3 of the Final EIR to ensure 
construction impacts near schools are minimized:  

 CI-HAZ-8: Demolition and construction activities, hazardous material abatement activities, and the transport of 
hazardous materials and wastes shall not be conducted within 200 feet of schools during school hours when 
school is in session. 

 The following sentence will be added as a bullet under CI-NC-2: “To the extent practicable, construction 
activities near the school would be scheduled outside of school hours.” 

 Mitigation Measure CI-AQ-14 has been revised to read: To the extent possible and applicable, construction 
activities that would involve excavation would be scheduled when school is off session. Contractors shall not 
cause or allow PM10 levels to exceed 50 µg/m3 when determined, by simultaneous sampling, as the difference 
between upwind and downwind samples collected on high-volume samplers reasonably placed upwind and 
downwind of key activity areas and as close to the property line as feasible, such that other sources of fugitive 
dust between the sampler and the property line are minimized. 

16 Impacts on traffic, noise, school 
safety, safety and security of 
residents along Church Avenue 
in Rancho Cucamonga 

As discussed in Section 3.3.6 of the Final EIR, the TOA performed at the Day Creek Boulevard/Church Street 
intersection and Rochester Avenue/Church Street intersection shows no change in the LOS between the no-build 
condition and Build Alternatives A and B conditions in the same year of 2023 (Opening Year) and in the future year 
2040 (Design Year) (see LOS reported on Tables 3-3, 3-4, and 3-6, Intersections 128 and 129, respectively). The same 
tables also show the delay between the no-build condition and Build Alternatives A and B under the opening year 2023 
and future year 2040 of less than 1 second at each intersection analyzed. Both intersections are expected to operate at 
LOS D or better under future year with and without project conditions. 

Access to all schools along the construction routes will be safely maintained during project construction, as Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measure CI-TRA-1 in Section 5.3.9 of the Final EIR states the TMP will outline any 
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necessary pedestrian detours, which provide a protected pathway near, but safely away from station construction in 
accordance with the California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices or other City-approved standard. Signs will 
be posted to direct bicyclists and pedestrians to intersections where they may cross. 

During the project operation, buses must abide by the same rules of the road as all other drivers. As the proposed 
project would not result in significant traffic impacts at the Day Creek Boulevard/Church Street intersection and 
Rochester Avenue/Church Street intersection, no impacts to student commute is anticipated. 

Due to the much higher existing ambient noise levels in the area, the project is not expected to increase the overall or 
cumulative ambient noise at residences along Church Avenue. As such, there will be no increase in noise levels for 
residents over that of ambient noise on Church Avenue. 

Safety and security of the project operation is addressed in Section 4.14 of the Final EIR. Table S-4, Summary of Long-
Term, Operational Impacts and Proposed Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures for the Project 
Alternatives (page S-24), includes Measures SS-1 through SS-8 with regards to safety and security measures. 
Implementation of these measures would ensure the safety of users and residents during project operation. 

17 Section 106 National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA), 
National Register of Historic 
Properties (NRHP), and Local 
Historic Properties 

Section 4.4 of the Final EIR addresses project impacts on cultural and paleontological resources, including evaluation 
of historic properties that may be affected by the project in accordance with Section 106 of the NHPA, impacts to 
properties listed and eligible for listing in the NRHP, and impacts to properties listed in the Ontario Register. In Section 
5.3 of the Final EIR, Mitigation Measure CI-CR-4 requires a buffer to avoid character-defining features of each built 
environment historic property; CI-CR-5 requires alterations to each of the historic properties adhere to the Secretary of 
the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties; and CI-CR-7 requires compliance with the City of 
Ontario's Historic Preservation regulations. 

The cities of Fontana and Ontario provided updated information on their local historic resources listing and local policy 
requirements if the project would result in the impacts to such resources. Based on review of the information provided 
by the City of Fontana, SBCTA confirms there would be no impacts to any of Fontana’s designated historical resources. 

SBCTA confirms that the City of Ontario local regulations governing historic preservation will be adhered to during 
implementation of the proposed project. Mitigation Measure CI-CR-7 in Section 5.3 of the Final EIR has been expanded 
to cite the mitigation measures required by the City of Ontario's historic preservation ordinance.  
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Comment Letter No. F-1 
Environmental Protection Agency 
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Comment Response 

F-1-1  Comment from the Environmental Protection Agency is appreciated. The San 
Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA) has been working in close 
coordination with the City of Ontario in identifying the appropriate sites for constructing 
the Operations and Maintenance (O&M) facility. Potential sites are discussed under 
Section 2.6 of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR).  The Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) understands there are several factors to be considered in 
selecting the final O&M site, including environmental impacts. Impacts associated with 
each O&M site are discussed in Chapters 4 and 5 of the Final EIR.  SBCTA/FTA will 
work with the City of Ontario to minimize environmental impacts to adjacent residents 
and businesses.  
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Comment Letter No. S-1 
California Department of Transportation, District 8 
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Response to Comment Letter S-1 

Comment Response 

S-1-1  Comment from the California Department of Transportation's (Caltrans) is 
appreciated. Caltrans’ support of this transit project is acknowledged. 

S-1-2 Impacts to the intersections of Archibald Avenue/Interstate 10 (I-10) (#55) and Foothill 
Boulevard/Interstate 15 (I-15) (#80 and #81) are analyzed in Chapter 3 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The analyses in Tables 3-3, 3-4, and 3-6 (pages 
3-13 through 3-40) show that Level of Service (LOS) at these ramp intersections 
would remain at LOS C or better. No impacts to I-10 or I-15 are anticipated. 

S-1-3 As discussed in Chapter 2 of the Final EIR, partial and minor acquisitions would occur 
under along the corridor under both Alternatives A and B, and several full acquisitions 
would be confined to Holt Boulevard under Alternative B. No bus rapid transit (BRT) 
stations are proposed near the freeways that may require work within the State’s 
right-of-way, as identified in the project description in Chapter 2 and the discussion of 
acquisitions and displacements in Section 4.12 including Table 4.12-1, of the Final 
EIR. A Caltrans Encroachment Permit would not be required.  
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Comment Letter No. S-2 
California Department of Transportation, District 7 
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Response to Comment Letter S-2 

Comment Response 

S-2-1  The commenter’s support of the proposed bicycle and pedestrian mitigation measures 
during construction is acknowledged. The San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority (SBCTA) and Omnitrans recognize the importance of maintaining safe 
bicycle and pedestrian paths during project construction.  

S-2-2 Impacts to the intersections of Archibald Avenue/ Interstate 10 (I-10) (#55) and 
Foothill Boulevard/ Interstate 15 (I-15) (#80 and #81) were analyzed as presented in 
Chapter 3 of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The analyses in Tables 3-
3, 3-4, and 3-6 (pages 3-13 through 3-40) show that the Levels of Service (LOS) at 
these ramp intersections would remain at LOS C or better. The project would not 
cross the I-10 segment in Los Angeles County; thus, impacts to I-10 in Los Angeles 
County are not anticipated during construction and operation of the project.  

S-2-3 The commenter provides information related to State-level policy goals, Caltrans 
strategic planning efforts, and the Southern California Association of Governments 
(SCAG) regional planning efforts related to reducing number of driving trips, reducing 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, and encouraging alternative modes of 
transportation. The informational content provided does not result in a change in the 
environmental impact assessment or conclusions related to the project. Also, the 
proposed project is a transit improvement project and will help California meet GHG 
reduction goals.  

S-2-4  The Transportation Permit required for oversized vehicles has been added to 
Table S-3 of the Final EIR. The limitation of large size trucks traveling during off-peak 
commute times has been added to Cl-TRA-1 of Table S-5 of the Final EIR.  
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Comment Letter No. S-3 
State of California Office of Planning and Research 
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Comment Response 

S-3-1  This letter from the Office of Planning and Research acknowledged that the Lead 
Agency has complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft 
environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). The content provided does not result in a change in the environmental 
impact assessment or conclusions related to the project. 

Two letters from State agencies were received. 
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Comment Letter No. A-1 
City of Fontana Engineering Department 
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Response to Comment Letter A-1 

Comment Response 

A-1-1  Pedestrian access and bicycle lane impacts, measures, and improvements were 
discussed in Master Response # 9 (see Table 2 of this document).  

Currently, there are no Class II Bike Lanes along Sierra Avenue within the project 
limits. The West Valley Connector Corridor (WVCC) project will not preclude the City 
of Fontana’s plans to include a Class II Bike Lane along Sierra Avenue within the 
project limits. Impacts to pedestrian and bicycle facilities are addressed in Sections 
3.5 and 4.14 of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR). As stated on page 3-54, 
“The proposed project is expected to provide various enhancements to improve the 
safety and environment for pedestrians and bicycles along the corridor, including 
improved station amenities and marked bike lanes.”  

During construction, bicycle access will be maintained or detoured through the 
construction areas. To ensure safety and security of bicyclists, the maintenance or 
detour of access will be based on approved standards. 

For permanent operations, there are multiple ways the planned Class II Bike Lane can 
be maintained for the safety of bicyclists within the proposed side-running bus stop 
areas. Some of these options include: 

 Bus pulls in outside of bike lane itself. Provide crosswalk striping for pedestrians to 
cross the bike lane as they enter the bus. Include a “yield” or stop bar for bicyclists 
to wait for loading passengers. 

 Taper the bike lane to the outside of the bus pad, prior to the stop itself, using 
green pavement markings to draw attention to the bike lane as it transitions. Taper 
bike lane back to curbside after bus stop. 

 In the event the City of Fontana proceeds with bike lane installation ahead of the 
proposed WVCC project, close coordination between the City of Fontana and the 
San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA) would be required to 
ensure no conflict between the bus rapid transit (BRT) operations and bicyclists 
would occur. If any modification in the WVCC Project design is warranted, an 
environmental revalidation may be required.  

A-1-2 Section 4.8.2 of the Final EIR discusses the City of Fontana General Plan Update 
2015-2035. The General Plan principle is to connect people and places by providing 
safe and efficient transportation choices, including pedestrian, bicycle, and transit 
opportunities, along with well-maintained streets, to connect people to city 
destinations. The Community Mobility and Circulation Goal of the General Plan states 
that “local transit within the City of Fontana is a viable choice for residents, easily 
accessible, and serving destinations throughout the City.” The proposed WVCC 
project is consistent with the General Plan principle and the Community Mobility and 
Circulation Goal.  

Construction of the proposed stations along Sierra Avenue will not require temporary 
or permanent right-of-way acquisition. Temporary construction impacts would be 
mitigated by a traffic management plan which would be implemented under CI-TRA-1 
and the maintenance of business access under CI-TRA-2, as listed in Section 5.3.9 of 
the Final EIR.  Please see Master Response # 8 in Table 2 of this document that 
discusses BRT operation impacts associated with left-turn movements into 
businesses and U-turns.   

With the project, the proposed bus stop operations would function similar to the 
existing bus stop operations along Sierra Avenue with the average dwell time of 30 
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seconds. Therefore, it is anticipated that the project would not result in any impacts to 
commercial uses/businesses along Sierra Avenue.  

Section 4.1.8 of the Final EIR analyzed visual impacts of the proposed project. As 
stated in this section, the BRT buses are longer than a standard bus and would have 
a greater effect on blocking views at the bus shelters during the stop, but only for a 
brief period (an average of 30 seconds). Line of sight at the driveways adjacent to the 
bus shelters will be analyzed during the final design phase of this project. The location 
of the shelters will be adjusted during this phase to meet line-of-sight requirements.  

A-1-3 Reducing station dwell time is an important component of a BRT project, and the 
introduction of bus turnouts would impact the service performance of the system by 
extending travel time. In the interest of minimizing right-of-way acquisitions and 
minimizing bus travel times, the project has buses stopping within the outside general-
purpose lane to load passengers at each stop. Regarding traffic simulations of buses 
blocking the outside through lane, a Vissim traffic simulation was performed, and 
existing local buses stopping at side stations were recorded to find the average stop 
time (which is about 30-40 seconds depending on the location and the condition at the 
time of stopping). The Traffic Analysis performed used the worst-case scenario, which 
is the buses blocking traffic at each side station. It is known that bus turn-outs would 
yield better results for the general purpose traffic. However, the purpose of the 
analysis was to find whether this worst-case scenario would degrade traffic operations 
to the point of a failing level of service.  Chapter 3 of the Final EIR summarizes the 
traffic impacts of the project alternatives and Section 3.3.8 lists the mitigation 
measures that would reduce project impacts. 

A-1-4 SBCTA has conducted extensive project outreach throughout the project 
development. Among the various outreach means, a notice was mailed to all property 
owners and occupants within a 500-foot radius from the project corridor.  Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIR discusses public and agency outreach that have been completed for the 
project. 

For all project overview, goals, notification and overview of the WVCC Project, please 
visit: https://omnitrans.org/news-resources/west-valley-connector/ 

The WVCC Project is being managed by SBCTA. For any information, please contact 
WestValleyConnector@gosbcta.com or visit www.gosbcta.com/plans-projects. 

A-1-5 A temporary construction sign with the requested information will be included in the 
staging plans created in the final design phase of the project. The Resident Engineer 
would be the point of contact during construction. This requirement has been added 
as Mitigation Measure CI-AQ-15 in Section 5.3.2 of the Final EIR.  

A-1-6 The list of historical resources identified in Section 5-351 of Article XIII of the City of 
Fontana Municipal Code were reviewed by the cultural resources team while 
conducting the background literature search. Several resources in Fontana’s local 
inventory are adjacent to the WVCC Project alignment, but they would not be 
impacted by the project. No placement of bus pads or stations is proposed between 
Hemlock Avenue and Almeria Avenue, the portion of Foothill Boulevard (historic 
Route 66) designated as a historic landmark by the City of Fontana, or on Sierra 
Avenue adjacent to any of the designated historical resources, namely the Fontana 
Community Church (8316 Sierra Avenue), Kreis Building (8462 Sierra Avenue), 
Fontana Theatre (8463 Sierra Avenue), or Kaiser Steel Medical Residence (9107 
Sierra Avenue), or near the Malaga Underpass Bridge and Pumping Station. It was 
determined no proposed project activities under either Build Alternative under either 
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the Milliken Alignment or Haven Alignment, including placement of bus shelters, right-
of-way acquisition, temporary construction easements, or any ground disturbances, 
would have the potential to impact any of Fontana’s designated historical resources.  

As indicated on page 4.4-14 in Section 4.4 of the Final EIR, the State Historic 
Preservation Office (SHPO) was consulted in the development of the APE Map, and 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) received SHPO concurrence in August 2018 on 
the identification of historical properties.  

A-1-7 The WVCC Project Draft EIR/EA (June 2019) analyzed impacts of the project 
alternatives on land use, including consistency with the Fontana General Plan (2003) 
and Circulation Master Plan, including General Plan goals directly relevant to the 
proposed project in Section 4.8.2 of the Draft EIR/EA. In November 2018, the City of 
Fontana adopted the General Plan Update 2015-2035. The General Plan Update was 
evaluated and a consistency analysis has been provided in Section 4.8.3, Impacts 
(Land Use and Planning) of the Final EIR. 

As discussed in the Final EIR, the WVCC Project would not conflict with the Fontana 
General Plan Update. 

A-1-8 Reducing station dwell time is an important component of the BRT project, and the 
introduction of bus turnouts would impact the service performance of the system by 
extending travel time. In the interest of minimizing right-of-way acquisitions and 
minimizing bus travel times, the project has buses stopping within the outside general-
purpose lane to load passengers at each stop. Ultimately, the decision of whether to 
use turnouts within the City of Fontana must be reached by Omnitrans, SBCTA, and 
the City of Fontana during the final design. 

Existing turnouts are currently being used by other Omnitrans bus lines and will 
continue to do so. No changes are proposed to these lines with this project.  

Please also see Master Response # 8 in Table 2 of this document that discusses BRT 
operation impacts associated with left-turn movements into businesses and U-turns. 

A-1-9 SBCTA appreciates the idea of using partial bus turnouts in lieu of the standard turn-
outs. SBCTA also appreciates the City of Fontana’s idea of using the existing parkway 
to avoid private property acquisition to install bus turn-outs. Coordination between the 
City of Fontana, Omnitrans, and SBCTA will be required during the final design phase 
to make this determination. 

A-1-10 Regarding the effects of the Transit Signal Priority (TSP) and additional green light 
time to give priority to the buses, please see the results of the Traffic Operations 
Analysis report, April 2018. The tables of this report compare the existing Level of 
Service (LOS) at each studied intersection with the future LOS with the project 
included. Intersections that decrease to a failing LOS with the project are clearly 
marked as a “yes” in the “Significant Impact?” column. Please note that Alternatives D 
and E in the Traffic Operations Analysis report correspond to Alternatives A and B in 
the Final EIR, respectively. 

Regarding the Metrolink pedestrian crossings, the project team will coordinate with 
Metrolink. However, this project has no control over when these will go to 
construction. Decorative fence may be used in the side stations to deter jaywalking. 
Text has been added to the Final EIR Section 4.14.3 – Build Alternatives – Alternative 
A – Pedestrian Safety. 

 Suggestion - Northbound: Decorative fence usage for side stations has been 
added to the Final EIR Section 4.14.3. 
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 Suggestion #1- Southbound: SBCTA and FTA have noted that the City of Fontana 
requires the southbound station at Sierra Avenue and Orange Way to be a turnout, 
and that no extra right-of-way would be required for the construction of a turnout. 
However, the location of this station is alongside a public park. Please also see 
response to Suggestion #3 below. 

 Suggestion #2- Southbound: The Kaiser station was selected as a rest stop 
because it is at the end of the line, which is typical for transit service. 

 Suggestion #3- Southbound: SBCTA and FTA have noted City of Fontana City 
Manager’s suggestion to move the southbound station at Sierra Avenue and 
Orange Way to south of the Metrolink tracks. However, it is more convenient to 
passengers to keep this station at its current location, as it is next to the adjacent 
station, making it easier for passengers to transfer as necessary. 
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Comment Letter No. A-2 
Ontario International Airport 
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Comment Response 

A-2-1  Thank you for reaching out regarding Ontario International Airport’s long-term 
planning. The San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA) will continue 
to coordinate with the Ontario International Airport during the final design phase to 
check if there is any change in the terminal and landside configurations.  

A-2-2 As identified in Appendix D (page D-13), the Ontario International Airport Authority is 
currently on the project distribution list. SBCTA has also added the commenter’s 
name to the Distribution List. The content provided does not result in a change in the 
environmental impact assessment or conclusions related to the project.  
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Comment Letter No. A-3 
San Bernardino Department of Public Works 
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Comment Response 

A-3-1  Thank you for the comment. Any revision to the drainage system within the project 
area will be reviewed and approved by the appropriate jurisdictional agency. 

A-3-2 The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map 
covering the project area is included in the Floodplain Evaluation Report for the West 
Valley Connector Project (March 2019). The floodplain information is summarized into 
Section 4.7 of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and is consistent with 
what is described under this comment. The informational content provided does not 
result in a change in the environmental impact assessment or conclusions related to 
the project. 

A-3-3 Table S-3 of the Final EIR lists potential permits and approvals that would be required 
for the project. Section 9.5.1 of the Final EIR discusses resource and regulatory 
agencies coordination. Coordination with the United States Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE) was initiated in February 2018. A coordination conference call with Ms. 
Shannon Pankratz, USACE Project Manager for Los Angeles and San Bernardino 
County areas, was arranged on April 4, 2018. Ms. Pankratz stated that a USACE 
Nationwide Permit (NWP) 33 will be needed for the temporary impact to the West 
Cucamonga Channel. A Preliminary Jurisdictional Delineation (PJD) shall be 
submitted with the application when the work area is identified. As identified in Section 
4.3 (page 4.3-31) of the Final EIR, based on coordination with the San Bernardino 
County Flood Control District staff (Stacy Serrano, Engineering Technician IV) on April 
4, 2018, a permit from San Bernardino County Flood Control District is required, but 
the Section 408 USACE construction permit is not required. 

A-3-4 San Bernardino County Department of Public Works is currently on the project 
distribution list (see page D-5 of Appendix D of the Final EIR), and will continue to 
receive notices related to the project. The content provided does not result in a 
change in the environmental impact assessment or conclusions related to the project. 

 

  



 

 
H-56 West Valley Connector Project 

Comment Letter No. A-4 
Southern California Regional Rail Authority 
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Response to Comment Letter A-4 

Comment Response 

A-4-1  Thank you for your comment. The Southern California Regional Rail Authority 
(Metrolink) Planning and Development Department address in Appendix D has been 
revised as noted. 

A-4-2 The West Valley Connector Corridor (WVCC) Project has been developed as a single 
bus route from the City of Pomona to the City of Fontana, as indicated in the Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) dated March 17, 2016. Discussions with the City of Rancho 
Cucamonga on various north-south routes through their City resulted in dividing the 
project into two phases. The Alternative Analysis Report completed in 2014 
recommended the north-south running Milliken Avenue, due to projected ridership and 
the Metrolink Station connection. The City desires to include BRT or premium service 
along north-south running Haven Avenue, due to future transit oriented development 
(TOD) along that corridor. Since several future developments along Haven Avenue 
are in the permitting phase, in May 2017, the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority (SBCTA) directed staff to include phasing approach for the WVCC Project. 
The decision advanced the Milliken Avenue corridor ahead of the Haven Avenue 
corridor. The project has then been divided into two phases covering partially similar 
routes with minor modifications made to the overlapping areas of each phase.   

The Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment (EIR/EA) 
described the two phase approach clearly (see Section 2.2, pages 2 1 through 2-17).  
All technical studies prepared in support of the Draft EIR/EA preparation analyzed the 
impacts of both project routes. All the figures in the Draft EIR/EA, technical studies 
and the Notice of Availability (NOA) dated July 20, 2019 distinguish the alignments of 
the two phases by color and description.  The Final EIR and Findings of No Significant 
Impact (FONSI) and updated technical studies also presented the two phase 
approach of the proposed project.  

A-4-3 Thank you for providing current operational information for the San Bernardino line 
and Riverside line. The WVCC Project will provide connections to various destinations 
as described by the Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA). The 
informational content provided does not result in a change to the environmental 
assessment or conclusions of this project.  

A-4-4 SCRRA’s input on the bus headway schedule to align with Metrolink train arrival and 
departure is well taken. Once the project is constructed and test run, the headway 
schedule will be reviewed and adjusted as appropriate. The informational content 
provided does not result in a change to the environmental impact assessment or 
conclusions of this project. SBCTA will continue to coordinate with SCRRA throughout 
the project design and construction. 

A-4-5 Bus service during the weekend will be considered as ridership and funding allow.  

A-4-6 If funding becomes available for these proposed rail stations, provisions such as signs 
directing passengers from one location to the other can be discussed by Omnitrans 
and SCRRA. If these rail stations are constructed prior to this project, wayfinding 
signs will be included in the project during the design phase. SBCTA will continue to 
coordinate with SCRRA throughout the project design and construction. 

A-4-7 The project route is planned to stop at two existing Metrolink stations. Both the 
Pomona and Rancho Metrolink stations will include amenities to enhance passenger 
comfort and safety. The suggestions provided are all included within the project. 
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Please refer to Master Response # 1 in Table 2 of this document that describes the 
purpose and need of the project. “The purpose of the proposed project is to improve 
corridor mobility and transit efficiency in the western San Bernardino Valley from the 
City of Pomona, in Los Angeles County, to the City of Fontana, in San Bernardino 
County, with an enhanced, state-of-the-art bus rapid transit (BRT) system (i.e., the 
system that includes off-board fare vending, all-door boarding, Transit Signal Priority 
(TSP), optimized operating plans, and stations that consist of a branded 
shelter/canopy, security cameras, benches, lighting, and variable message signs).” 
Please also refer to Section 1.5, Bus Rapid Transit Stations – Center-Running 
Platform Stations, of the Final EIR. “Access would be provided by crosswalks at 
intersections and Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)-compliant ramps to the station 
platforms." 

Wayfinding signs to existing nearby transit stations are included in this project’s 
scope, as listed in Section 2.4.2 of the Final EIR. 
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Comment Response 

A-5 The San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA) received two copies of 
this letter. As the same content is included in each, one response is given to both 
letters corresponding identically in response per comment number. 

A-5-1 It is acknowledged that the information provided is to be used only as needed for the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) analysis, and it does not indicate or 
suggest that the Ontario-Montclair School District is involved with SBCTA’s efforts to 
comply with CEQA. 

A-5-2 Section 1.3 (page S-6) of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) states that 
Phase I would construct the Milliken Alignment from the Pomona Regional Transit 
Center (downtown Pomona Metrolink station) to Victoria Gardens in Rancho 
Cucamonga. Phase II would construct the Haven Alignment from Ontario International 
Airport to Kaiser Permanente Medical Center in Fontana. 

If funding is available, the final design for Phase I will begin in early 2022, following 
completion of the environmental document and project approval (January 2020 to 
June 2021). Under Alternative B, right-of-way acquisition will commence during the 
final design phase of the project. Phase II is intended to be constructed immediately 
following completion of Phase I, depending on the availability of funding. 

The construction impacts of the project, including those that may affect Montera 
Elementary School are discussed in Chapter 5 and throughout the Final EIR, as noted 
in the response to Comment A-5-3 below. 

A-5-3 Table S-5 of the environmental document includes a summary of the short-term, 
temporary construction phase impacts and the proposed avoidance, minimization, 
and/or mitigation measures for each. 

Traffic Management Control Plan: 

 Signalization/use of crossing guards – A sentence has been added to the Final 
EIR in Section 5.1.3, Install/Update Traffic Signals: “It may also be necessary to 
place crossing guards at affected intersections leading to nearby schools when 
construction activities occur during school hours.” 

 Pedestrian/bike rider access – As described in Section 5.1.1 of the Final EIR: 
“Traffic flow, including bicycle lanes and pedestrian walkways along the roadway 
alignment, would be maintained during construction, although occasionally lane 
reduction could occur to accommodate construction activities. For the dedicated 
lane segment, reconstruction of the roadway would be done segment by segment 
and one side at a time to avoid roadway closure.” 

 District student transport services – It is anticipated that detours will not be needed 
for Alternative A. For Alternative B, it is possible that detours may be needed. As 
described in Table S-5 and in Section 5.3.14 of the Final EIR under Cl-PS-1 and 
Cl-PS-2, the Contractor will coordinate with local jurisdictions, community groups, 
emergency service providers, and motorists if a detour is needed.  

A-5-4 Section 5.2.15, Safety and Security of the Final EIR states "… the Traffic 
Management Plan would be prepared to address traffic management procedures". 
Section 4.11, Demographics & Neighborhoods (page 4.11-25) states "Coordination 
with fire and police departments and other emergency services will be conducted in 
advance of construction". In addition, Section 4.14, Safety and Security states that 
Omnitrans operates a System Safety Management Plan (SSMP) to promote safety 
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throughout its system. The overall objective of this SSMP is to define activities, 
management controls, and monitoring processes that ensure that its patrons are 
adequately protected, and local fire and police jurisdictions have appropriate and 
unimpeded access to the system in the event of an incident. 

Specifically, the impacts from construction activities are addressed in the Final EIR as 
follows: 

 Traffic diversions/detours/road closures and impact on emergency service 
response – Section 5.2.8 (pages 5-24 through 5-25) for the discussion of potential 
detours. Also, see response to Comment A-5-3 above. 

 Air quality – Section 5.2.2 (page 5-10 through 5-14) discusses construction air 
quality impacts and states that “More than 80 percent of localized particulate 
matter emissions would be related to fugitive dust. The proposed project would be 
required to comply with South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) 
Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust), which would reduce emissions by the greatest extent 
feasible.” Section 5.3.2 lists the avoidance/minimization/mitigation measures for air 
quality, including applying water/dust palliative as frequently as necessary to avoid 
fugitive dust emissions, which generally must meet a “no visible dust” criterion 
either at the point of emission or at the right-of-way line. 

 Hazardous materials – Section 5.2.6 (pages 5-8 through 5-20) addresses 
hazardous waste during demolition and construction activities. It acknowledges 
that hazardous materials may be present in structures to be demolished, creosote 
and transformers on utility poles, and structures with asbestos and lead-based 
paint. Hazardous materials used for construction are also identified on page 5-18. 
Page 5-47 states that the project includes implementation of federal, State, and 
local policies regarding hazardous materials use, storage, and transport and 
hazardous materials mitigation measures. Section 5.3.6 lists 
avoidance/minimization/mitigation measures for hazardous materials, including a 
survey to screen for asbestos-containing materials (ACM) and lead-based paint 
(LBP) prior to demolition of aboveground structures, groundwater testing if 
encountered during construction, and soil testing at certain locations prior to 
acquisition. 

 Excessive noise – Section 5.2.10 (pages 5-25 through 5-32) discusses noise and 
vibration impacts during construction and demolition. Section 5.3.10 lists 
avoidance/minimization/mitigation measures for noise. The following sentence has 
been added as a bullet under CI-NC-2: “To the extent practicable, construction 
activities near the school will be scheduled outside of school hours.” 

A-5-5 The risk for teachers, students, and staff at Montera Elementary School (MES) to be 
exposed to ACM and LBP or other hazardous materials is very low.  The closest 
proposed ground disturbance from MES is about 2,000 feet away where the 
Holt/Ramona station would be located.  Construction of the station would occur within 
the area of approximately 1,700 square feet.  The result of the Phase I Initial Site 
Assessment prepared for the proposed project revealed no risk of finding hazardous 
materials in concrete or asphalt along the corridor.  Therefore, no testing is warranted. 
To minimize the risk of hazardous material exposure to teachers, students, and staff 
of any school along the corridor, minimization measure CI-HAZ-8 has been added to 
Section 5.3.6 to state: Demolition and construction activities, hazardous material 
abatement activities, and the transport of hazardous materials and wastes shall not be 
conducted within 200 feet of schools during school hours when school is in session.  

A-5-6 Based on the localized construction emissions analysis, construction activity 
associated with Alternative B would exceed the localized significance thresholds for 
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particulate matter (PM10). The emissions were calculated based on the 2-acre site 
disturbance and at 25 meters (82 feet) from the receptor. The closest school along 
Holt Boulevard where the dedicated lane would be constructed appears to be more 
than 400 feet from the roadway. The closest proposed ground disturbance from MES 
is about 2,000 feet away where the Holt/Ramona station would be located.  Health 
effects as a result of PM10 from temporary construction to school staff and students 
are not anticipated. However, to the extent possible and applicable, heavy 
construction (e.g., structure demolition excavation) that could affect air quality near 
any school along the route would be scheduled during off-school hours. Mitigation 
Measure CI-AQ-14 in Section 5.3.2 of the Final EIR has been revised to read: 

To the extent possible and applicable, construction activities that will involve 
excavation will be scheduled when school is off session. Contractors shall not cause 
or allow PM10 levels to exceed 50 µg/m3 when determined, by simultaneous sampling, 
as the difference between upwind and downwind samples collected on high-volume 
samplers reasonably placed upwind and downwind of key activity areas and as close 
to the property line as feasible, such that other sources of fugitive dust between the 
sampler and the property line are minimized. 

A-5-7 Section 5.2.10 (pages 5-25 through 5-32) discusses noise and vibration impacts 
during construction and demolition. As stated on page 5-26, noise impacts are 
expected if construction activities occur within the distances shown in Table 5-6 and 
the activity occurs for at least 8 hours. Because the nearest school building is located 
approximately 400 feet away, noise impacts would be less than significant. The 
closest proposed ground disturbance from MES is about 2,000 feet away where the 
Holt/Ramona station would be located; noise impacts from the construction site to 
MES would be negligible.  Vibration impacts would also be less than significant for 
buildings located more than 36 feet from the source. Section 5.3.10 lists the 
avoidance/minimization/mitigation measures for noise impacts during construction (CI-
NC-1 and CI-NC-2), which would further reduce noise impacts at any nearby schools.  
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Comment Response 

A-6-1  Page 2-42 of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) states that the potential 
Operations and Maintenance (O&M) sites are all owned by the City of Ontario. These 
sites were initially identified based on consultations with the City of Ontario. The San 
Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA) understands that it will need to 
negotiate for the purchase, lease, or use of either site as the O&M site for the project. 

SBCTA appreciates the City of Ontario for providing the information regarding 
selection of the O&M site. SBCTA acknowledges that the City of Ontario has selected 
Site 3 (Assessor's Parcel Number [APN] 1049-021-02) as the best option of the three 
O&M sites. Based on this information, SBCTA has selected Site 3 as a preferred O&M 
site and it is documented in Section 2.9 of the Final EIR. However, if SBCTA 
determines that neither of the three sites is available or feasible at the time of 
construction, SBCTA may identify a new location for the O&M facility construction and 
operation. The new site will undergo the appropriate environmental review process 
prior to commencement of construction. 

A-6-2 Trash receptacles at the proposed bus rapid transit (BRT) stations would be 
maintained by Omnitrans staff. This information has been included in the Final EIR. 
Please see Section 2.6, Operations and Maintenance, of the Final EIR. 

A-6-3 The Final EIR has been updated with this information pertaining to stormwater and 
sewer utilities at O&M Site 3. Please see Section 4.7.3 of the Final EIR.  

A-6-4 Based on the information provided by the City of Ontario, SBCTA has selected Site 3 as a 
preferred O&M site and it is documented in Section 2.9 of the Final EIR. SBCTA 
recognizes that Site 3 is a Recognized Environmental Concern and is subject to 
regulatory oversight by Department of Toxic Substance Control. Prior to the use of the 
site, regulatory requirements would be carried out. SBCTA has not currently identified 
any alternative locations for the O&M site in the event that neither of these sites is 
feasible or available at the time of negotiation for acquisition, lease or use. Please see 
response to Comment A-6-1. 

A-6-5 As described in Master Response # 6 in Table 2, the Traffic Operations Analysis 
(TOA) analyzed six alternatives, A through F.  Alternatives D and E in the TOA are 
the same as Alternative A and B in the Final EIR. The mitigation measures discussed 
in Section 10.0 of the TOA are based on Opening Year and/or Design Year results, as 
well as for Alternative A through F.  

As described in Section 3.1 of the TOA, “A significant impact is considered to occur if 
an intersection that is forecast to operate at Level of Service (LOS) D or better in “No 
Build” conditions exceeds LOS D in “Build” conditions. In addition, a significant impact 
is considered to occur if the project results in any increase in delay at an intersection 
forecast to operate at LOS E or F in “No Build” conditions.” 

Please refer to Table 6-4 and Table 7-4 of the TOA for significant impact results with 
Alternative C condition under Opening and Design years, respectively. Build 
Alternative C has existing LOS D (morning hours [AM]) and C (afternoon hours [PM]), 
LOS D (AM) and C (PM) in 2023 conditions, and LOS F (AM) and D (PM) in 2040 
conditions. Therefore, this is a significant impact only in 2040, which matches what is 
shown in the tables. 

As indicated earlier, Alternatives D and E are the same as Alternatives A and B 
analyzed in the Final EIR. Alternatives A, B, C, and F were eliminated (Final EIR 



 

 
West Valley Connector Project H-77 

Comment Response 

Chapter 2). Therefore, only mitigation measures associated with Alternative D and E 
in TOA were included in the project improvements.  

Intersection 48 would have significant impacts under Alternative C and F by the year 
2040, as listed in Tables 7-4 and 7-7 of the TOA. It won’t have significant impact by 
the year 2023; therefore, it is not listed in Table 6-4. The mitigation measures listed in 
Table 3-8 in Chapter 3 of the Final EIR only include the intersections impacted by 
Alternatives A and B (which are equivalent to Alternatives D and E in the TOA). 
Feasible mitigation measures in Final EIR Table 3-18 will be included as part of the 
proposed project, as discussed in Chapter 3. 

A-6-6 Only mitigation measures to minimize the traffic impacts of Alternatives A and B 
would be implemented as part of the project, as listed in Table 3-8 of the Final EIR 
and in Table S-4 under measure TRA-2. All other measures in Section 10.0 of the 
TOA will not be implemented because Alternatives A, B, C, and F in the TOA were 
eliminated, and TOA Alternatives D and E are the same as Alternatives A and B 
analyzed in the Final EIR. 

A-6-7 As shown in the TOA Table 10-1, Intersection 43, Grove Avenue and Holt Boulevard, 
requires a mitigation measure for the analyzed Alternatives C and F. However, 
Alternatives C and F were eliminated. Alternatives D and E, which are the same as 
Build Alternatives A and B in the Final EIR, did not require mitigation. Therefore, no 
mitigation measures for Intersection 43 were listed under TRA-2 in Section 3.3.8 of 
the Final EIR.  

A-6-8 The Final EIR has been updated to include coordination with the Ontario Housing 
Authority to discuss the Displacement Avoidance Plan (DAP), as shown in Section 
4.12.2. 

The purchase of a new fleet of buses that use alternate fuels is based on funding 
availability. 

The selection of the bus routes and O&M facility locations for this project has 
considered disadvantaged communities, as stated in Section 1.4 of the Final EIR. 

A-6-9 SBCTA acknowledges receipt of the regulations pertaining to the City of Ontario’s 
Historic Preservation Program. Under Alternative B, these local regulations will be 
applied for historic properties listed on the Ontario Register during the right-of-way 
acquisition and construction phases of the project as discussed under CI-CR-7 in 
Sections 4.4.6 and 5.3.4 of the Final EIR. The informational content provided does not 
result in a change to the assessment or conclusions of the Final EIR. 

The City of Ontario's local regulations are consistent with and do not alter the 
regulatory processes used under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) in determining the significance of 
historic properties and assessing project impacts on those resources. Under CEQA, 
resources are considered historically significant “if the resource meets the criteria for 
listing on the California Register of Historical Resources" [Title 14 California Code of 
Regulations 15064.5 (3)]. The California Register's four criteria for determining a 
property's significance are closely modeled after the four evaluation criteria used by 
National Register of Historic Places, and in fact, all resources listed in or formally 
determined eligible for the National Register are automatically listed in the California 
Register. Under NEPA, Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) 
of 1966 is used as the regulatory framework in which federal agencies consider the 
effects of their undertakings on historic properties and to consult with the State 
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, 
and other parties. The NEPA regulations also require that to the fullest extent 
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possible, agencies shall integrate environmental impact analyses with related studies 
required under Section 106. 

Please also see Master Response # 17 in Table 2 of this document that discusses 
Section 106 of NHPA, National Register of Historic Properties (NRHP), and Local 
Historic Properties. 

A-6-10 The Historical Resources Evaluation Report (HRER) has been forwarded to the City 
of Ontario’s Planning Director under separate cover. The Department of Parks and 
Recreation (DPR) 523 forms for the Ontario Ice Rink, Vince's Spaghetti, Grinder 
Haven, and the Jacob Lerch house are included in the HRER. Because the United 
States (U.S.) Post Office (123 W. Holt Boulevard) is not located in the Area of 
Potential Effects, no DPR 523 form was completed for it.  

A-6-11 Table S-3 regarding Potential Permits for Approval has been revised in Summary of 
the Final EIR (Section 1.11) to include the Certificate of Appropriateness from the City 
of Ontario for any partial or full acquisition, or temporary construction easements for 
historic properties listed on the Ontario Register. 

A-6-12 CI-CR-7 in Table S-5 and in Sections 4.4.6 and 5.3.4 of the Final EIR was expanded 
to cite the mitigation measures required by the City of Ontario Development Code 
pertaining to historic preservation.  

A-6-13 The City of Ontario's historic preservation policies are provided in Section 4.4.5 
[Cultural and Paleontological Resources] Impacts - Build Alternatives-Alternative B - 
Historical Architectural Resources (page 4.4-22). As noted, "none of the [Locally 
designated historically significant properties subject to partial acquisition/full 
acquisition] are subject to fall into the City of Ontario's Tier 1 category. The discussion 
on the City of Ontario's historic preservation process was expanded in Section 4.4.1 
of the Final EIR. 

A-6-14 Thank you for clarifying that the properties at 745 W. Holt Boulevard and 639 E. Holt 
Boulevard are no longer considered local historical resources by the City of Ontario. 
The list has been revised in the Final EIR. 

Both of these properties were also formally evaluated by a qualified architectural 
historian and it was determined they did not meet the eligibility criteria for listing in the 
National Register of Historic Places as part of the Section 106 process. The SHPO 
concurred with these findings in August 7, 2018.  As part of the same evaluation 
process using California DPR 523 forms, neither the building at 745 W. Holt 
Boulevard nor at 639 E. Holt Boulevard is considered a historical resource for the 
purposes of CEQA in accordance with Section 15064.5(a)(2)-(3)of the CEQA 
Guidelines, using the criteria outlined in Section 5024.1 of the California Public 
Resources Code. 

A-6-15 Thank you for providing a list of historic properties on the Ontario Register that are 
located within the project boundaries. The team’s chief architectural historian 
compared the new list of property addresses with the list contained Section 4.5 in the 
Final EIR. Following that step, the updated Ontario Register list was then forwarded to 
the project team's design engineers for their review to determine whether any 
subsequent project activities that may affect historic properties, including full or partial 
right-of-way acquisition, or temporary construction, involve any of the historic 
properties identified on the most current list provided by the City. Section 4.5 of the 
Final EIR has been updated, as necessary. 
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A-6-16 SBCTA acknowledges receipt of the two enclosures: Letter from Dennis Mejia, 
Utilities Engineering Director, dated May 9, 2019, and City of Ontario Historic 
Properties List. The letter from Dennis Mejia was sent to SBCTA as part of the 
ongoing coordination of the proposed project development and is not a comment 
letter to the Draft EIR/EA but is provided as a reference. 
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A-7-1 Thank you for providing comments and maps. During the final engineering design, the 
San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA) will work closely with all 
utility providers, including San Gabriel Valley Water Company (SGVWC) Fontana 
Water Company Division, to ensure all required utility relocation plans are reviewed 
and approved by the respective utility providers before construction takes place. 
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City of Rancho Cucamonga 
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A-8-1  The San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA) appreciates comments 
and input from the City of Rancho Cucamonga.  

Based on discussions with City of Rancho Cucamonga, City of Fontana, and City of 
Ontario stakeholders, it was decided that Haven Avenue would be included within 
Phase II of the West Valley Connector Corridor (WVCC) Project. Later, the SBCTA 
Board approved the build alternatives included in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report/Environmental Assessment (EIR/EA), with the Haven alignment within Phase 
II. 

A-8-2 Technical studies were prepared in support of the environmental document, the 
results of which are summarized in the Draft EIR/EA. SBCTA provided the technical 
reports to requesting parties within the 45-day review period.  During the preparation 
of the Final EIR and the Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), the technical 
studies have also been updated.  

A-8-3 As stated in Section 2.5 of the Final EIR, the bus rapid transit (BRT) is proposed to 
have a typical layover of 15-minutes, running from 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. Monday 
through Friday. The hours/days of operation may be expanded based on ridership 
and funding. Because of the limited time period that running buses would be stopping 
at any one location, including the layovers at Victoria Gardens at Main Street, these 
impacts would not be considered significant in terms of aesthetics and visual quality. 
This sentence has been added to the end of Section 4.1.8 of the Final EIR. During the 
layovers, the buses would be temporarily parked and thus, there would be no 
emissions or noise from the engines.  

A-8-4 Sections 1.4.2 and 3.3.3 of the Final EIR have been updated to state that the City of 
Rancho Cucamonga has a standard of Level of Service (LOS) D for their city street 
network. Note that no unsignalized intersections in Rancho Cucamonga were 
analyzed in the Traffic Operations Analysis (TOA) Report. 

A-8-5 The Traffic Operations Analysis Report used Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2000 
for the intersections in all jurisdictions for consistency. The HCM 2010 introduces a 
method to evaluate signalized intersections for non-ideal cases. The project was 
evaluated for an ideal case at signalized intersections. The method in the HCM 2010 
for evaluating ideal cases is equivalent to the HCM 2000. 

A-8-6 Section 3.3.3 of the Final EIR has been revised to reflect the City of Rancho 
Cucamonga’s standard of LOS E or worse regardless of the baseline condition. The 
use of LOS E as a threshold instead of LOS D in the Traffic Operation Analysis for the 
WVCC Project is not in conflict with the significant impact of City of Rancho 
Cucamonga’s General Plan. There has been no change to the results of impact 
evaluation at the intersections within Rancho Cucamonga. 

A-8-7 The overall size of the study area dictated an extensive traffic count collection 
process. During this process, traffic counts needed to be collected over the course of 
weeks and months. Traffic counts for this project were conducted throughout the year, 
including the month of July. Based on the estimated number of BRT buses planned 
for operation along the project alignment, it is not anticipated that the results of traffic 
analysis would be significantly changed based on the collection of traffic data in July 
2016. 

Traffic impacts are anticipated to occur in the vicinity of the stations under 
construction along the alignment on a temporary basis. Implementation of Mitigation 
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Measures CI-TRA-1 and CI-TRA-2 would minimize traffic impacts during project 
construction.  During operation, it is not anticipated that future BRT buses would 
significantly deviate from the analysis prepared for this project.  The SBCTA is willing 
to work with local school districts to identify additional measures if the traffic 
conditions along the alignment appear to worsen due to the BRT operations.  

A-8-8 The CEQA process is explained in Section 1.10 of the Final EIR. It states that “after 
the Final EIR is circulated, if the SBCTA Board decides to approve the project, a 
Notice of Determination will be published for compliance with CEQA. If impacts 
cannot be mitigated below a level of significance based on the threshold established 
by local jurisdictions pursuant to CEQA, SBCTA will prepare a Statement of 
Overriding Considerations.” 

A-8-9 The final design submittals will be sent to each of the five cities within the project 
corridor for their review. Features such as lighting fixtures will be discussed after the 
65 percent submittal. Note that Measure AV-4 in Section 4.1.9 of the Final EIR 
indicates that the project is to meet any currently established streetscape design 
requirements that address this concern. 

A-8-10 Impacts of the stationary noise sources including the public addresses (PA) system 
were analyzed in Section 4.9.5 of the Final EIR.  Two stations located near the 
residential areas that could be affected by the PA system were identified along 
Foothill Boulevard in the City of Fontana.  Implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-
1 would minimize these impacts. No impacts from the PA system are anticipated to 
occur within the City of Rancho Cucamonga during the project operations.  To ensure 
the impacts from the PA system is minimized, the direction of the PA installation away 
from the residential areas will be included in the project specifications.   

A-8-11 Section 4.14 of the Final EIR addresses safety and security issues and states that 
monitoring equipment and in-vehicle and station surveillance will be provided as part 
of the project (SS-1 and SS-2 on page 4.14-5 of the Final EIR). Also, coordination 
with local police departments would be implemented (SS-4). The comment on 
coordinating the surveillance and monitoring equipment with the City Rancho 
Cucamonga’s Police Department is acknowledged.  

A-8-12 Section 5.1 of the Final EIR states that the contractor may propose to set up 
temporary rock-crushing equipment near the proposed action to recycle concrete and 
asphalt rubble for use as crushed miscellaneous base to be placed under the street 
pavement. The use of rock-crushing equipment is part of Construction Scenario Step 
2 (Site Clearing and Demolition) and would likely occur in the City of Ontario under 
Alternative B (dedicated lane). The use of rock crushers would replace other 
equipment or haul truck trips and would result in similar air quality emissions. The 
equipment will be used on a temporary basis for approximately 2 months, if desired 
by the contractor. Impacts from site clearing and demolition are addressed in Section 
5.2 of the Final EIR, including temporary impacts on aesthetics (Section 5.2.1), air 
quality (Section 5.2.2) and noise (Section 5.2.10). Section 5.3.2 includes CI-AQ-1, 
CI-AQ-4, CI-AQ-5, CI-AQ-6, CI-AQ-13, and CI-AQ-14 which will reduce dust from 
rock crushing operations. Noise impacts from rock crusher would be similar to the use 
of heavy duty equipment.  Implementation of mitigation measure CI-NC-1 presented 
in Section 5.3.10 would minimize noise impact from the use of heavy duty equipment, 
including rock crushers.  
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O-1-1  Thank you for the feedback. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and the San 
Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA) have reached out to every 
government on the consultation list of tribes with traditional lands or cultural places 
located within the boundaries of the proposed project, as provided by the Native 
American Heritage Commission (NAHC). Several tribes have requested consultation, 
and FTA and SBCTA have been actively participating in the ongoing consultation, as 
discussed in Section 4.4.4 of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 

O-1-2 As stated in the response above and as discussed in Section 4.4.4 of the Final EIR, 
local Native American tribes have been offered the opportunity to consult and ongoing 
consultation is occurring. 

Mitigation Measure CI-CR-1 in Sections 4.4.6 and 5.3.4 of the Final EIR calls for 
archaeological monitoring, when applicable, to be conducted by a qualified 
archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification 
Standards for Archaeology. Tribal monitor(s) shall be retained and compensated and 
are required to be approved by the consulting Tribal Government(s) and are listed 
under the NAHC’s Tribal Contact list for the area of the project location. That list of 
individuals, however, would need to be provided to SBCTA for review and final 
selection. A Cultural Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (CRMMP) shall be 
finalized prior to the start of ground-disturbing activities outlining the roles and 
responsibilities of the monitors, describing the protocols and procedures for 
monitoring, identifying locations or construction activities requiring monitoring, and 
defining the procedures for the recordation and treatment of new findings. 

SBCTA will keep the Augustine Band of Cahuilla Indians informed of any significant 
discovery as a result of the project undertaking. 
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Comment Response 

P-1-1 Please see Master Response # 4 in Table 2 of this document that outlines the funding 
sources for the project. Please also see Master Response # 1 for the purpose of the 
West Valley Connector Corridor (WVCC) Project. This is a separate project from 
previous San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA) public transit 
projects.   

P-1-2 Traffic operations analysis covering the project study area was conducted using the 
SBCTA’s Congestion Management Program Traffic Analysis guidelines as described 
in Section 3.3 of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and Master Response # 
6 in Table 2 of this document. 

The purpose of the bus rapid transit (BRT) is to improve speed and reliability of bus 
transit. Although the current Omnitrans routes within the project corridor have been 
planned and refined to work well together, frequent stops and slow, sometimes 
uneven, operations in congested conditions increase the likelihood of missed 
connections or protracted waiting times. Decreasing travel time and reducing the 
number of stops by means of the proposed project would create a stronger sense of 
reliability. In addition, the proposed project would improve fleet speed and service 
efficiency by reducing delays from running in mixed-flow traffic and during slow 
boarding and descending of passengers. The investment in exclusive bus-only lanes, 
stations, and multi-door boarding means that the improvement in travel time and 
reliability would continue to provide a high-quality transit alternative with less service 
degradation due to increased traffic congestion and increased ridership boardings 
compared to a typical local mixed-flow service. 

Please refer to Master Response # 8 which explains the U-Turn and traffic signaling 
impacts.  Note that the Transit Signal Priority (TSP) does not automatically give a 
green light to the buses—it only provides an additional 10 seconds (approximately) of 
green time if the light is already green for the bus to make it through. Unlike 
emergency vehicles, which can automatically change a signal light to green, the BRT 
bus must make a request, and may wait some time before a green light is granted. 

P-1-3 The project involves construction of the stations along existing roadways.  For these 
locations, concrete bus pads will be required at stations, but no new roadway paving 
would be required beyond the station construction areas.  For the Alternative 
containing 3.5 miles of dedicated center-running lanes, the existing roadway in the 
City of Ontario will need to be widened. Please see Master Response # 4 in Table 2 
of this document that outlines the funding sources for this project. 

P-1-4 The statement that businesses along the proposed route will lose 30 to 40 percent of 
their clientele and the commute time of the vehicle driver will increase by 25 percent 
has not been substantiated by the commenter. The results from the traffic analysis 
shows vehicles may experience a few seconds of delay, up to six times an hour when 
a bus approaches an intersection. However, with the implementation of Transit Signal 
Priority (TSP), the expectation is that the location of the bus will be known at all times, 
such that when the bus approaches an intersection, a green time cycle will be called 
such that both the bus and “vehicle driver” traffic passes through the intersection, 
without stopping, benefitting the bus and other vehicles simultaneously. Although the 
bus may on occasion stop and call a signal, TSP increases the opportunity for the bus 
to pass through the intersection without stopping. 

According to the Traffic Operations Analysis prepared for this project, traffic 
conditions at the 129 study intersections would be similar under build and no-build 
conditions with the proposed mitigation incorporated. Tables 3-5 and 3-7 in Section 
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3.3.6 of the Final EIR present the future year traffic conditions comparison between 
the No Build Alternative and Alternatives A and B, respectively. Based on these 
tables, the maximum delay at the intersections that cannot be mitigated under 
Alternative A is 2.4 seconds (Rochester Avenue/Foothill boulevard) and 21.7 seconds 
under Alternative B (Euclid Avenue/ Foothill Boulevard).  

Please see Master Response # 12 in Table 2 of this document that outlines the 
relocation/acquisition impacts, relocation benefits, impacts, and mitigation measures 
for the project. 

P-1-5 Instead of flexible delineators, the project proposes a raised median to divide opposite 
sides of traffic. The raised median is a cost effective solution to the flexible delineators 
under this project. The purpose of the project is to efficiently move people through the 
corridor and to serve a growing population. People who are disabled or those that 
simply cannot drive for safety reasons rely on public transit for mobility. Although not 
all taxpayers will use public transit, many taxpayers do and will use the services of 
this project. This project provides an alternative mode of movement, which would 
move people more efficiently than individual cars. It provides the community with an 
option other than the driven vehicle and reduces the number of vehicle miles traveled 
(VMT) associated with the driven vehicle. A typical station plan layouts for side-
running station and center-running station are presented in Section 2.4.2 of the Final 
EIR. Most of the side-running stations would include new or improved shelters with 
passenger amenities such as benches, bicycle racks, trash receptacles, variable 
message signs, security cameras, lighting integrated with the shelter, and more. The 
center-running platform stations would be located in the center of the street right-of-
way (ROW) on a raised platform with an end-block crossing. Access would be 
provided by crosswalks at intersections and Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)-
compliant ramps to the station platforms. Please refer to Master Response # 8 which 
explains the U-Turn and traffic signaling impacts. 

P-1-6 The objection to the project is acknowledged. Please see Master Response # 3 in 
Table 2 of this document that describes that Alternative B has been selected to be a 
Preferred Alternative for this proposed project. The Final EIR will be made available 
for public review prior to the consideration for approval and certification by the Federal 
Transit Authority (FTA) and the SBCTA Board.  Once the Final EIR is certified and the 
project is approved, SBCTA will proceed with the final design.  The Phase I (Milliken 
Alignment) of the proposed project is scheduled to begin construction in 2022. 
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Response to Comment Letter P-2 

Comment Response 

P-2-1 The commenter requested that notice of any hearing/meeting on the project and the 
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment (EIR/EA) be given at a 
minimum of 10 days in advance. It has been the practice of the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) and the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
(SBCTA) to provide a notice with adequate time for the public to attend. The Notice of 
Availability (NOA) of the Draft EIR/EA for the West Valley Connector Corridor (WVCC) 
Project in both English and Spanish was issued on June 24, 2019. The notice was 
sent to affected public agencies, stakeholders, and residents and properties within a 
0.25-mile radius of the project site. The full circulation period is 45 days. SBCTA also 
sent a series of electronic notices at least 1 week prior to the public meetings as a 
reminder to the public. 

P-2-2 The Draft EIR/EA (June 2019) and the Final EIR documented the Juniper Avenue and 
Mango Avenue alignment alternatives as suggested by a local stakeholder from 
Fontana during the scoping phase in April 2016. Please refer to Section 2.10.2, 
Alternatives Developed by Omnitrans, of the Final EIR. The following is the excerpt 
from Section 2.10.2. 

Juniper Avenue and Mango Avenue Alignment Alternatives – During the scoping 
phase of the project in April 2016, a local stakeholder from Fontana proposed Juniper 
Avenue and Mango Avenue as alternative alignments to Sierra Avenue due to less 
congestion and fewer traffic signals. Per the City of Fontana Circulation Element, 
Juniper Avenue and Mango Avenue are two-lane local streets designed to serve a 
residential area, whereas Sierra Avenue is a four-lane divided arterial serving the 
main commercial core of Fontana. The WVCC Project uses Sierra Avenue because it 
includes major destinations such as Kaiser Permanente Medical Center, Fontana 
Civic Center, Chaffey College Fontana Campus, and the Fontana Metrolink Station. 
The project supports the City of Fontana’s Circulation Element Goal #2 by providing 
enhanced bus service to the City of Fontana, thereby making it more attractive for 
choice riders who otherwise may drive along Sierra Avenue today. Enhancements to 
Sierra Avenue include Transit Signal Priority (TSP), which increases (or advances) 
green time for approaching buses, but it also benefits individual motorists approaching 
the same intersection. The individual motorists approaching the intersections in the 
same direction as the bus would benefit from the same increased green time and 
reduced delay. Through implementation of the enhanced bus rapid transit (BRT) 
service, a reduction in local bus service along Sierra Avenue is anticipated. The 
proposed frequency of the BRT is not anticipated to have an adverse effect on future 
traffic on Sierra Avenue between Kaiser Permanente Medical Center and Foothill 
Boulevard. 

Section 2.10 of the Final EIR considered an alternative route to Sierra Avenue as 
described in the response above. The Juniper Avenue and Mango Avenue Alignment 
Alternative was one of six alternatives considered by SBCTA in the West Valley 
Connector BRT Project Assessment Report, all of which were developed by 
Omnitrans but eliminated from further consideration due to not meeting the criteria set 
forth in the project scope. 

P-2-3 The WVCC Alternative Analysis Report (2014) evaluated Route 61 & 66 for east west 
movement, as they are the existing highest ridership. Furthermore, an alternative that 
was recommended at the April 2016 Notice of Preparation meeting in Fontana, 
recommended Juniper Avenue & Mango Avenue as alternatives. Upon evaluation, 
since Juniper Avenue & Mango Avenue are 2-lane local streets designed to serve a 
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residential area, whereas Sierra Avenue is a 4-lane divided arterial serving the main 
commercial core of Fontana, the alternatives were withdrawn from further evaluation.   

The traffic analysis performed along Sierra Avenue is summarized in Section 3.3.5 of 
the Final EIR. With the WVCC Project, the majority of intersections along Sierra 
Avenue will perform at a Level of Service (LOS) A, with only 2 intersections 
performing below the acceptable LOS.  With the implementation of transit signal 
priority (TSP), it is anticipated that traffic moving in the same direction as the bus will 
benefit from the extended green time from the bus.  

P-2-4 Please refer to Master Response # 11 regarding the consistency with 2018 Fontana 
General Plan.  

As discussed in Section 4.8.3 of the Final EIR, the WVCC Project would not conflict 
with the 2018 Fontana General Plan. 

The commenter’s statement that the WVCC alignment along Sierra Avenue (between 
Foothill Boulevard and San Bernardino Avenue) is not acceptable is an opinion and is 
noted. 

P-2-5 The following subsections responded to each topic raised in this comment. 

1. Dividing community 

Sierra Avenue is an existing roadway that is currently utilized by Omnitrans buses. 
The addition of WVCC buses on Sierra Avenue would not change the configuration of 
the existing roadway, nor require displacement of existing land uses along this 
roadway. Thus, the WVCC Project would not divide the communities located on both 
sides of Sierra Avenue. 

2. Lacking compliance with the City of Fontana General Plan, Area Plans, and Land 
Use Plans 

Please refer to Master Response # 11 regarding the consistency with 2018 Fontana 
General Plan. As discussed in Section 4.8.3 of the Final EIR, the WVCC Project 
would not conflict with the 2018 Fontana General Plan, Area Plans, and Land Use 
Plans. 

3. Creating Traffic and environmental Impacts along Sierra Avenue between Foothill 
Boulevard and San Bernardino Boulevard that can otherwise be avoided/lessened 

Traffic impacts associated with the proposed WVCC Project Alternatives A and B are 
analyzed in Section 3.3.6 of Chapter 3, Traffic and Transportation, of the Final EIR. 
The analysis shows that, during the period 2023 to 2040, increases in vehicle delays 
at Intersections 84 to 112, which are located in Fontana, would be less than significant 
except for several intersections that would operate at degraded Level of Service 
(LOS) E or worse under Alternatives A and B. As indicated in the Final EIR, although 
LOS is degraded slightly at several intersections (based on California Environmental 
Quality Act [CEQA] thresholds), the project would introduce a new transit line 
designed to move a higher volume of people more efficiently than lower-volume 
passenger vehicles, thus providing a more positive short- and long-term effect to the 
environment. Traffic operational improvements consisting of various right-turn 
geometric improvements, traffic signal timing and phasing improvements, and other 
transportation systems management (TSM) improvements are recommended to 
reduce impacts to less than significant levels. 

SBCTA will work with local jurisdictions to improve local roadway conditions where 
traffic operation impacts have been identified. SBCTA will include feasible intersection 
improvement measures as part of the proposed project. SBCTA will be responsible to 
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fund the full cost for feasible improvements to be undertaken by local jurisdictions. For 
intersections that could not be mitigated to the level of less than significant under 
CEQA, further coordination with local jurisdictions would be required to identify 
appropriate traffic improvement compensation. 

Significant unavoidable impacts are expected at the intersection of Foothill Boulevard 
and Citrus Avenue, but impacts at intersections along Sierra Avenue would be less 
than significant or less than significant after mitigation (see Table 3-8 of the Final 
EIR).  

SBCTA has also considered Juniper Avenue and Mango Avenue alignments as 
alternatives to Sierra Avenue between Foothill Boulevard and San Bernardino 
Avenue, as presented in Section 2.10, Alternatives Considered but Withdrawn from 
Further Consideration (pages 2-49 through 2-50), of the Final EIR. This alternative 
was eliminated from further consideration due to not meeting the criteria set forth in 
the project scope. Therefore, no environmental impacts of this alignment were 
evaluated in great detail.  

P-2-6 Please see response to Comment P-2-2. Section 2.10.2 of the Final EIR evaluated 
Juniper Avenue and Mango Avenue Alignment Alternatives between Foothill 
Boulevard and San Bernardino Avenue instead of Sierra Avenue. The Juniper Avenue 
and Mango Avenue Alignment Alternatives was one of six alternatives considered by 
SBCTA in the West Valley Connector BRT Project Assessment Report, all of which 
were developed by Omnitrans but eliminated from further consideration due to not 
meeting the criteria set forth in the project scope. 

P-2-7 Please see response to Comment P-2-6 above.  

Please refer to Master Response #11 (Consistency with 2018 Fontana General Plan) 
in Table 2 of this document; both Alternatives A and B would not conflict with the 2018 
Fontana General Plan.   

P-2-8 Please see response to Comment P-2-1. Mr. Slowik is on the mailing list as the 
representative for the Fontana Rotary Club. As requested, SBCTA has added 
Mr. Slowik’s other address to the WVCC Project mailing list in Appendix D of the Final 
EIR. 
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Comment Response 

P-3-1 Thank you for the comment. 

The commenter owns a convenience store on Holt Boulevard. The commenter 
indicates that with Alternative B, his business would not survive but did not provide the 
address or specify the concern. Therefore, the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority (SBCTA) is unable to determine whether this property is considered in the 
Relocation Impact Report.  

As indicated in Master Response # 3 in Table 2 of this document, Alternative B has 
been selected as a Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA).  Under this alternative, the 
bus would run within dedicated lanes, and access to the stores along Holt Boulevard 
would be maintained. Visitors can continue to access these stores by personal 
vehicle, bus, or walking. Table 4.12-1 and Table 4-12-2 of the Final Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) provide a list of properties subject to full and partial acquisition by 
Appraisal Parcel No. (APN) or address, respectively.  The commenter can check the 
level of impacts the project would result to his property. If the property is proposed for 
full or partial acquisition, fair compensation and/or relocation benefits will be provided, 
as discussed in Section 4.12 of the Final EIR and Master Response #12 
(relocation/acquisitions, relocation benefits, impacts, and mitigation measures) in 
Table 2 of this document.  
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Response to Comment Letter P-4 

Comment Response 

P-4-1  The right-of-way map for Alternative B was sent to Mr. Roubian by Josephine Alido, 
the consultant planner, on July 22, 2019. 

As indicated in Master Response # 3 in Table 2 of this document, Alternative B has 
been selected as a Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA).  Table 4.12-1 and Table 4-12-
2 of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) provide a list of properties subject to 
full and partial acquisition by Appraisal Parcel No. (APN) or address, respectively.   
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Response to Comment Letter P-5 

Comment Response 

P-5-1 Thank you for the comments. The commenter’s support of the conclusion of the report 
and the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority’s (SBCTA’s) Preferred 
Alternative as Alternative B is acknowledged. 

P-5-2 The Omnitrans West Valley Connector Corridor (WVCC) Alternatives Analysis (AA) 
Report (2014) included an analysis of possible station locations with an average 1-
mile spacing, based on 2015 current ridership statistics, adjacent existing and 
proposed land uses, transfer opportunities, connections to other nearby activity 
centers, and input from city stakeholders. A station was considered at Holt 
Boulevard/Reservoir Street to service Route 61; however, the location of Holt 
Boulevard/Clark Avenue was ultimately chosen because of the currently significant 
ridership on Route 61 and approximately ½ mile spacing from the initial 18 BRT 
stations with higher station access. The AA Report is summarized in Section 1.1.2 of 
the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 

P-5-3 Station locations through the corridors were extensively studied during the alternative 
analysis phase. The station at the Inland Empire Boulevard and Haven Avenue was 
originally proposed in the West Valley Connector Corridor AA Report. At the 
preliminary engineering stage, several engineering challenges were revealed at the 
originally proposed station locations. On May 17th, 2016, a meeting was held with 
Omnitrans to review possible changes to station locations in the AA Report. At that 
meeting, challenges associated with locating the station at the Inland Empire 
Boulevard and Haven Avenue intersection were presented, which included locating 
proposed stations next to existing free-right turns. For safety reasons, the free-right 
turns would need to be removed. To avoid significant roadway modifications, the 
station at Inland Empire Boulevard and Haven Avenue was proposed to be moved 
eastward to Inland Empire and Porsche Way. The revised station locations (including 
the Inland Empire and Porsche Way location) were presented to each of the 
stakeholder cities in follow-up meetings. None of the stakeholder cities had had any 
objections to the revised station locations along the corridor. 

P-5-4 The Omnitrans West Valley Connector Corridor AA Report evaluated station 
locations, which included input from City stakeholders, including the City of Ontario. 
The locations of the stations were confirmed in this phase of the project evaluating 
catchment areas, which are 0.5 mile around future stations, using data provided by 
the City of Ontario. 

The two closest intersections to the Ontario Mills Transfer center is Milliken Avenue/ 
Inland Empire Boulevard and Milliken Avenue/Concours Street.  Based on the result 
of the traffic operations analysis, both intersections are projected to perform at 
acceptable level of service (LOS) during the AM and PM peak hours, as seen in Table 
3-6 of the Final EIR. Accordingly, it is anticipated that the reliability of on-time 
performance of the BRT buses would not be impacted. The stations at Inland 
Empire/Ferrari and Milliken Avenue/4th Street were not selected because of their 
short distance (less than half mile) to the Ontario Mills Transfer Station. The Ontario 
Mills Station is a major transfer hub for other transit providers and was thus selected 
as a key station for the project. Empire Lakes residences have the option to transfer at 
the Ontario Mills station or the Rancho Metrolink station to use the West Valley 
Connector. 

P-5-5 With the WVCC Project, connectivity to Rancho Cucamonga Metrolink station will 
remain the same as existing Route 81 with access via 7th Street. Currently, Milliken 
Avenue /7th Street operates at LOS A and is predicted to operate at LOS A with the 
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proposed project. The analysis for the project anticipated using the same traffic 
patterns as the current condition; therefore, a signalized intersection was not 
anticipated to be included at the Milliken Avenue and Azusa Court intersection. 

Separate from the WVCC Project, the proposed Empire Yards development is 
evaluating a reconfiguration of the Rancho Cucamonga Metrolink/Omnitrans station, 
which may improve or reconfigure the connection of Azusa Court with Milliken 
Avenue. Additional information about the Empire Yard development project can be 
found at the following link: http://sustain.scag.ca.gov/Documents/EmpireYards.pdf 

Regarding the suggested crosswalk, the WVCC Project evaluated placing a station 
within the existing transit bus stop area to provide connectivity and walkability to other 
bus lines and the Metrolink trains. 

P-5-6 Victoria Gardens was included in the AA Report, as summarized in Section 1.1.2 of 
the Final EIR. However, the nearest station to Victoria Gardens that provides transfers 
and better meets the project purpose, is located at Foothill Boulevard and Rochester 
Avenue. The 0.5 mile to 1.0 mile spacing for this station includes fewer stops and 
reduced travel time.  

P-5-7 The comment states that changes in the project area will allow faster travel through 
Ontario Mills and the Rancho Cucamonga Metrolink station, rather than getting off at 
these locations. This comment does not require in a change the assessment or 
conclusions of the Final EIR. 

P-5-8 The commenter’s concurrence on the need to add a station at Foothill Boulevard and 
Etiwanda Avenue is acknowledged. The reason a stop is not considered at Foothill 
Boulevard/Beech Avenue is because of the lack of sidewalk connection and boarding 
pads on Beech Avenue due to dead ends in the northbound direction, which would 
result in low ridership.  

The reasons for not placing the stations at Foothill Boulevard/Cherry Avenue and 
Foothill Boulevard/Citrus Avenue were based on the results of ridership analysis done 
as part of the alternative analysis for the WVCC Project. 

P-5-9 The comment regarding the use of vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in analyzing the 
project impact is correct. The purpose of using the VMT metric is to support the 
following statutory goals: the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the 
development of multimodal transportation networks, and a diversity of land uses. 
Although Senate Bill (SB) 743 directed the Office of Planning and Research (OPR) to 
establish specific criteria for determining the significance of transportation impacts of 
projects, lead agencies have discretion to develop and adopt their own, or rely on 
thresholds recommended by other agencies, provided the decision of the lead agency 
to adopt such thresholds is supported by substantial evidence. In preparing this EIR, 
SBCTA has used VMT metric in determining the Greenhouse Gas emission impacts 
as outlined in Section 4.17 of the Final EIR. 

As for the traffic analysis in Chapter 3 of the Final EIR, the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) and SBCTA chose to analyze impacts to the intersection Level 
of Service (LOS) to determine impacts from traffic operations with the proposed 
project to ensure that impacts at any intersections under study are reasonably 
mitigated. 

As far as bicycle operation is concerned, bike lanes shall run parallel to the travelled 
lane, and safety grates will be utilized where bicycle routes run along portions of the 
alignment. 
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During construction, implementation of Traffic Management Plan (TMP) would provide 
safe and efficient movement for motorists, pedestrians, bicyclists, construction 
equipment, workers, etc. If temporary blockage of bicycle lanes is necessary, a bike 
detour lane with barriers or the latest bicycle detour standard per California Manual of 
Traffic Control Device (MUTCD) or respective city’s approved standard will be 
provided. High visibility green paint will be used where cyclists and cars have crossing 
movements. 

P-5-10 The data provided within the environmental document are based on anticipated 
service for the WVCC Project (6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. with peak headways for 4 hours 
and off-peak headways for 10 hours per day for a total span of service of 14 hours per 
day, Monday through Friday). The peak-hour analysis conducted in the Traffic 
Operations Analysis (December 2017) and summarized in Chapter 3 of the Final EIR 
represents the worst-case conditions, and extended services are not expected to have 
any further significant impacts. If there is additional need and if funding becomes 
available, Omnitrans may extend the service hours at a future date through a separate 
project evaluation. 

P-5-11 The public outreach summary report has been posted to the SBCTA Web site per 
request. 
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Response to Comment Letter P-6 

Comment Response 

P-6-1  Thank you for the comment. The commenter’s objection to Alternative B is 
acknowledged.  

As indicated in Master Response # 3 in Table 2 of this document, Alternative B has 
been selected as a Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA).  Under this alternative, the 
bus would run within dedicated lanes, and access to the stores along Holt Boulevard 
would be maintained. Visitors can continue to access these stores by personal 
vehicle, bus, or walking. If the property is proposed for full or partial acquisition, fair 
compensation and/or relocation benefits will be provided, as discussed in Section 4.12 
of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and Master Response #12 
(relocation/acquisitions, relocation benefits, impacts, and mitigation measures) in 
Table 2 of this document.  

Please refer to Master Response #8 in Table 2 of this document for the discussion 
regarding impacts to businesses along Holt Boulevard due to inability of vehicles to 
make left and right turns, driveway blockage, and inability of trailers to make a U-turn.   
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Response to Comment Letter P-7 

Comment Response 

P-7-1  Thank you for the comment.  

As indicated in Master Response # 3 in Table 2 of this document, Alternative B has 
been selected as a Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA).  Based on Table 4.12-1 of the  
Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR), APNs 0110-081-03, 08, 10, 11 and 0110-
091-05 are subject to full acquisition.  The property’s owner will receive fair 
compensation and/or relocation benefits, as discussed in Section 4.12 of the Final EIR 
and Master Response #12 (relocation/acquisitions, relocation benefits, impacts, and 
mitigation measures) in Table 2 of this document.  
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Lina Yeung 
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Response to Comment Letter P-8 

Comment Response 

P-8-1  The commenter’s support of the proposed project is acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter No. P-9 
Lai Yeung 
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Response to Comment Letter P-9 

Comment Response 

P-9-1  The commenter’s support of the proposed project is acknowledged. 
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Response to Comment Letter P-10 

Comment Response 

P-10-1  Thank you for the comment. 

The commenter’s support of the project is acknowledged. The proposed project will 
proceed when funding is available. The San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority (SBCTA) will keep the public informed of project progress on a regular basis. 
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Response to Comment Letter P-11 

Comment Response 

P-11-1  Thank you for the comment. 

Based on the results of historic property identification performed as part of the 
environmental document preparation and as summarized in Section 4.4 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR), the properties at 220-222 East Holt Boulevard 
are not eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) in 
accordance with the criteria set forth in Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA). However, the City of Ontario Planning Department has 
designated these properties as historically significant; therefore, they are considered 
historical resources under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  For 
more information, please refer to Master Response #17 in Table 2 of this document 
regarding Section 106 of the NHPA, NRHP, and Local Historic Properties.  

Please refer to Master Response #12 in Table 2 of this document regarding the 
relocation/acquisitions, relocation benefits, impacts, and mitigation measures.  

P-11-2 The commenter’s support of the project is acknowledged. 
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Danielle Dirksen 
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Response to Comment Letter P-12 

Comment Response 

P-12-1  Thank you for the comment. The commenter’s support of the project is acknowledged. 

P-12-2 As indicated in Section 2.5 of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR), sbX buses 
would generally operate from 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. with peak headways for 4 hours 
and off-peak headways for 10 hours per day for a total span of service of 14 hours per 
day, Monday through Friday. From the Pomona Metrolink Transit Center station to 
Inland Empire Boulevard, the sbX buses would operate on 10-minute peak headways 
and 15-minute off-peak headways. Additional service hours, including weekend 
service, may be added if additional operating funds become available in the future.  

P-12-3 The suggestion to include shade partitions and benches at every station is 
acknowledged. As described in Section 2.4.2 of the Final EIR, benches and shelters 
would be included as part of the station design in all cities except Rancho 
Cucamonga, in which only an sbX-branded pylon with signature light is proposed for 
this project, as was requested by the City of Rancho Cucamonga.  

P-12-4 The suggestion to have a “Next Stop” announcement at sbX bus stations is 
acknowledged and will be brought to Omnitrans’ attention.  

P-12-5 Thank you for the additional thought on the coordination of Phase I stop times and 
headways with the overlaps on the Phase II route. This comment will also be 
conveyed to Omnitrans, who will commence testing the route and preparing bus 
schedules after construction completion. 
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Response to Comment Letter P-13 

Comment Response 

P-13-1  Thank you for the comment.  

As indicated in Master Response # 3 in Table 2 of this document, Alternative B has 
been selected as a Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA).  Under this alternative, the 
bus would run within dedicated lanes, and access to the stores along Holt Boulevard 
would be maintained. Visitors can continue to access these stores by personal 
vehicle, bus, or walking. 

Regarding the ability for trucks with trailers to U-turn at each of the intersections, it is 
the intent of the project to provide multiple intersections wide enough for large 
trucks/vehicles towing vessels to navigate U-turns. In particular, the current 
preliminary design for the Mountain Avenue/Holt Boulevard intersection, which is the 
intersection closest to the commenter’s store, is wide enough for a large recreational 
vehicle (RV) towing a boat to make a U-turn. 

Please refer to Master Response # 12 regarding economic/business/community 
impacts and mitigation measures and Master Response #8 regarding U-Turn and 
traffic signaling impacts for more information about your concern. 
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Response to Comment Letter P-14 

Comment Response 

P-14-1 Thank you for the comment.  

Table 4.12-2 in Section 4.12 of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR), a 
partial acquisition of a sliver of land along Holt Boulevard in front of Dorning 
Tractors (Assessor's Parcel Number [APN] 011010101) to construct driveway 
and sidewalk improvements (about 2,113 square feet) may be required. No 
acquisition of the parking lot would be needed. During the final design, the San 
Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA) will try its best to avoid 
the impacts to the property as much as possible. In the event impacts could not 
be avoided, please refer to Master Response #12 in Table 2 of this document 
that discusses relocation/acquisitions, relocation benefits, impacts, and 
mitigation measures.  

P-14-2 The commenter is concerned about the temporary construction site in the 
middle of the main driveway which may be obstructed by the project 
construction and operations. The SBCTA will work with Dorning Tractor to 
ensure that access to all driveways is maintained during the hours of operation. 
As part of Alternative B implementation, the SBCTA will work with the affected 
property owners to identify the convenient time that the construction could 
occur. The hours in which the contractor may construct the driveways would 
then be included in the project specifications. For businesses open 24 hours, 
seven days a week (24/7), driveways would be constructed in halves, keeping 
one-half open at all times, and work would be done during the least busy hours, 
as identified by the owner. For businesses open during daytime business hours, 
for example, driveways would be constructed at night.  

P-14-3 As discussed under P-14-1, construction of Alternative B would require a sliver 
of land along Holt Boulevard in front of Dorning Tractors of approximately 2,113 
square feet to construct driveway and sidewalk improvements. No other piece 
of land is required either on the east side or the current parking lot on the west 
side of the building would be required.   

P-14-4 The raised median improvements are consistent with and conform to the City of 
Ontario’s General Plan requirements. The closest bounding intersections, Holt 
Boulevard at Corona Avenue and Holt Boulevard at County Building would be 
operated at acceptable levels of service. Eastbound motorists on Holt 
Boulevard to Dorning Tractors would not be affected by the raised median. 
Trucks will be not be able to make a U-turn at the Holt Boulevard and County 
Building intersection. However, a break in the median to allow access to the 
existing property driveway may be accommodated with approval from the City. 
City of Ontario.  

Please refer to Master Response # 8 in Table 2 of this document that discusses 
U-Turn and traffic signaling impacts. 
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Response to Comment Letter P-15 

Comment Response 

P-15-1 Thank you for the comment. 

1. Bus route along Church Street between Day Creek Boulevard and Rochester 
Avenue is part of the Phase I Milliken Alignment. As described in Section 2.2 of 
the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) in Rancho Cucamonga, the 
alignment makes a loop into the Rancho Cucamonga Metrolink Station off Milliken 
Avenue and then continues up Milliken Avenue and turns east onto Foothill 
Boulevard. The alignment continues east on Foothill Boulevard, turns north onto 
Day Creek Boulevard, and then terminates with a layover at Victoria Gardens at 
Main Street. From Victoria Gardens, the bus line begins a return route by 
continuing north on Day Creek Boulevard, turns west onto Church Street, turns 
south onto Rochester Avenue, and then turns west back onto Foothill Boulevard. 

2. Bus rapid transit (BRT) buses would generally operate from 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. 
with peak headways for 4 hours and off-peak headways for 10 hours per day for a 
total span of service of 14 hours per day, Monday through Friday. From the 
Pomona Metrolink Transit Center station to Inland Empire Boulevard, the BRT 
buses would operate on 10-minute peak headways and 15-minute off-peak 
headways. 

3. BRT buses would generally operate from 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. with peak 
headways for 4 hours and off-peak headways for 10 hours per day for a total span 
of service of 14 hours per day, Monday through Friday. Service hours may change 
depending on funding availability. Additional service hours, including weekend 
service, may be added if additional operating funds become available in the future 
(see Section 2.5 of the Final EIR). 

4. Under Alternative A, BRT buses would operate entirely in the mixed flow lanes 
throughout the corridor (please refer to Figure 2-5 of the Final EIR for a typical 
cross section of roadway under Alternative A).  Under Alternative B, the BRT 
buses would operate in the mixed flow lanes similar to that described under 
Alternative A with an exception of the 3.5-mile segment in the City of Ontario 
where the buses would be operated in the dedicated bus lane in each direction at 
the center of the roadway. Please note that Alternative B has been selected as a 
Locally Preferred Alterative (LPA) as discussed in the Master Response # 3 in 
Table 2 of this document. 

5. The purpose of the BRT is to improve corridor mobility and transit efficiency. 
Transit signal priority (TSP) is proposed at all signals along the bus route. Please 
see more information about the TSP in Master Response #8 in Table 2 of this 
document. 

P-15-2 As stated in Section 1.1.1 of the Final EIR, in 2004, Omnitrans developed the 
Omnitrans System-Wide Plan that identified major transit corridors for potential 
improved service and in 2010 updated the plan. The San Bernardino County 
Transportation Authority (SBCTA), as the County Transportation Commission, 
included the corridors from the Systemwide Plan in its own San Bernardino County 
Long Range Transit Plan in 2010. The corridors were also included as strategic 
corridors in the 2012 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)/ Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (SCS) produced by the Southern California Association of Governments 
(SCAG), the region’s Metropolitan Planning Organization. (Note that the corridor was 
also included in the 2016 RTP/SCS.) The Omnitrans System-wide Plan and SBCTA 
Long Range Transit Plan (SBCTA, 2009) determined that, based on the level and 
character of transit demand, the most appropriate technology for premium transit 
service in the 10 major corridors is bus rapid transit (BRT). The proposed West Valley 
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Connector Corridor (WVCC) Project would provide premium transit service in portions 
of 4 of the 10 major corridors along Holt Boulevard, Haven Avenue, Foothill 
Boulevard, and Sierra Avenue. 

The needs for the proposed project were identified based on the following factors as 
described in Section 1.4 of the Final EIR: 

 Current and future population and employment within the cities along the corridor  
based on the U.S. census (2014 American Community Survey) and the statistics 
from SCAG’s 2016 RTP/SCS. 

 Current and future transportation conditions along the corridor based on the traffic 
operations analysis prepared in 2014 as part of the WVCC Alternative Analysis 
(AA) and in 2017 as part of the draft environmental document preparation.  

 Transit-related opportunities based on the current land uses within the project 
study area. 

Based on these needs, the Alternative Analysis and project scoping were developed 
for the identified transit corridor.   

P-15-3 Please refer to Mater Response # 4 in Table 2 of this document for the funding 
sources and the amount allocated for the construction of Phase I, Milliken Alignment. 

P-15-4 The WVCC was based on the identification of 10 corridors within the Omnitrans 
Systemwide Plan. The Plan identified corridors based on the level and character of 
transit demand and most appropriate for premium transit service. The WVCC 
combines two of the identified corridors within the Systemwide Plan. A dedicated bus 
route between the City of Rancho Cucamonga Metrolink station and the Corona North 
Main station was not identified in the Omnitrans Systemwide Plan nor was it 
evaluated for feasibility.  
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West Valley Connector Project H-149 

Response to Comment Letter P-16 

Comment Response 

P-16-1  Thank you for the comment. 

According to the sign-in sheets, the following representatives attended the meeting: 
1 from the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), 3 from the San Bernardino County 
Transportation Authority (SBCTA), 1 from Omnitrans, 2 from the City of Ontario, 4 
from Parsons, and 4 from Arellano Associates (outreach facilitator). Everyone wore a 
badge that identified each attendee by name and organization. 

Parsons has been selected to conduct the feasibility study, preliminary engineering 
design, and environmental preparation for this project. Other consultants have also 
been hired to assist SBCTA in conducting work elements on various projects in which 
SBCTA does not have the specialized skill in-house. The informational content 
provided does not result in a change in the impact assessment or conclusions related 
to the project as presented in the environmental document. 

P-16-2 Each of the alternatives was developed to adequately comply with the environmental 
requirements. The alternatives are also equally evaluated with the development of the 
purpose and need and alternatives with other federal agencies that have jurisdiction 
under those laws (23 U.S.C. § 139(d)(8)).  Alternative A and Alternative B would 
include the 35-mile-long BRT corridor, which is comprised of the Phase I/Milliken 
Alignment, Phase II/ Haven Alignment, and 60 side-running stations at up to 33 
locations/major intersections. However, for Alternative A, the BRT buses would 
operate entirely in the mixed-flow lanes. Implementation of Alternative A would require  
slivers of land for use as temporary construction easements (TCEs). 

Alternative B would include two mixed-flow lanes and one transit lane in each 
direction and five center-running stations, as well as permanent right-of-way 
acquisition and TCEs.  

P-16-3 The needs for the proposed project were identified based on the following factors as 
described in Section 1.4 of the Final EIR: 

 Current and future population and employment within the cities along the corridor  
based on the U.S. census (2014 American Community Survey) and the statistics 
from SCAG’s 2016 RTP/SCS. 

 Current and future transportation conditions along the corridor based on the Traffic 
Operations Analysis (TOA) prepared in 2014 as part of the WVCC Alternative 
Analysis (AA) and in 2017 as part of the draft environmental document 
preparation.  

 Transit-related opportunities based on the current land uses within the project 
study area. 

According to the TOA report prepared for this project, five intersections along the 
project corridor operated at the Level of Service (LOS) E or worse. One out of these 
five is on Holt Boulevard. Based on the traffic forecast, by 2040, 21 additional 
intersections would be operated at the LOS E or worse, seven of which would be 
along Holt Boulevard. 

Note that traffic along Holt Boulevard is not the only factor to determine the need for 
the project. The ridership forecast was performed as presented in Table 3-1 of the 
Final EIR. As shown in Table 3-1, Phase I/Milliken Alignment of the proposed project 
is forecast to provide service for 5,800 riders in the opening year. When coupled with 
ridership that would be maintained from local Bus Routes 61 and 66, total daily public 
transit ridership along the corridor in opening year is estimated to be approximately 
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Comment Response 

11,000. This amounts to more than 2,300 new daily transit trips, or a 27-percent 
increase over the forecast ridership without the proposed project. 

As stated in Section 3.2.3 of the Final EIR, the Phase II/Haven Alignment is planned 
to be constructed after the Phase I/ Milliken Alignment is completed and when the 
funding is available. The opening year for Phase II/Haven Alignment would be 
sometime between 2023 and 2040. Both phases of operation combined are forecast 
to provide service for 8,290 riders at the opening year. When coupled with ridership 
on the local bus routes, total daily ridership along the corridor is estimated to be 
approximately 12,000 daily transit trips, a 36-percent increase over the forecast 
ridership without the proposed project. 

The two alignments of the proposed project are forecast to serve 10,170 transit riders 
daily in horizon year 2040, further improving the overall transportation system in the 
study area and helping reduce automobile travel. When coupled with ridership on the 
local bus routes, total daily ridership along the corridor in 2040 is estimated to be 
approximately 14,700 daily transit trips, a 41-percent increase over the forecast 
ridership without the proposed project. The proposed project’s overall effect on transit 
would be beneficial; it would not cause any negative impacts to the transit system in 
the study area. 

P-16-4 SBCTA recognizes the impacts to several properties along Holt Boulevard as a result 
of Alternative B implementation. It is SBCTA’s intention to minimize the impacts to 
properties subject to acquisition as much as possible. Refinement to further minimize 
impacts to properties along Holt Boulevard will be done during the final design phase.  
Please note that the properties subject to acquisition presented in Table 4.12-1 of the 
Final EIR are those within the project footprint. No other properties beyond this area of 
potential effects would be acquired. The Final EIR Section 4.12 addressed the 
impacts as a result of property acquisition. The properties at 630 and 636 E. Holt 
Boulevard are subject to full acquisition under Alternative B. Please refer to Master 
Response Matrix # 12 in Table 2 of this document that discusses 
relocation/acquisitions, relocation benefits, impacts, and mitigation measures. 
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Kiernan McCloskey 
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Response to Comment Letter P-17 

Comment Response 

P-17-1  Thank you for the input. The commenter’s support of the project is acknowledged. The 
request for the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA) to consider 
extending the exclusive bus lanes in the future so that transit passengers can avoid 
the congested roadway is well received. There are many factors to be considered for 
the segment of exclusive bus lanes including, but not limited to, ridership, funding, and 
environmental impacts. 

P-17-2 The commenter raised the concern that congestion on the roads traversed by the 
proposed project could worsen which could pose a hazard to the rapid service 
envisioned for the corridor.  The traffic operation analysis has been performed along 
the corridor and project vicinity.  A total of 129 intersections have been studied.  The 
analysis results revealed that traffic condition with the project would worsen based on 
the level of service and delay when compared to the no-build condition at up to 
12 intersections by 2040. Out of these 12 intersections, impacts to 5 intersections 
along the corridor and 2 intersections near the proposed Operation and Maintenance 
(O&M) facility would not be mitigated to a level of less than significant in 2040.  Please 
refer to Master Response # 6 for the traffic operations analysis methodology and 
Master Response # 7 for traffic impacts of project construction and implementation. 

P-17-3 Weekend service to the Ontario Airport is not currently planned as part of the project. 
However, additional service hours, including weekend service, may be added if 
additional operating funds become available in the future. Your comment on having 
operation on weekends is being documented for consideration. 

P-17-4 The stations that were selected as part of the WVCC Project were designed to 
increase the multimodal access to regional hubs such as the Ontario Airport, the 
Pomona Metrolink Station, Rancho Cucamonga Metrolink Station, Fontana Metrolink 
Station, hospitals, etc. 
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Response to Comment Letter P-18 

Comment Response 

P-18-1  Thank you for the comment. Safety and security to the public and Omnitrans’ 
employees are addressed in Section 4.14 of the Final Environmental Impact Report 
(EIR). It is the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority’s (SBCTA’s) policy to 
ensure that the proposed project be designed and constructed in full compliance with 
the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) requirements for safety and security. Safety 
and security are priorities in conducting all work within the Omnitrans stations. 
Omnitrans has a System Safety Management Plan (SSMP) to achieve this policy. The 
overall objective of the SSMP is to define activities, management controls, and 
monitoring processes that ensure that its patrons are adequately protected and local 
fire and police jurisdictions have appropriate and unimpeded access to the system in 
the event of an incident. 

The concern about vandalism and damage to the station is well received. Ongoing 
monitoring and repair of the facilities, including amenities, will be conducted on a 
routine basis.  

P-18-2 As discussed in Section 4.14.2 of the Final EIR, Omnitrans’ internal security staff and 
contract security guard services handle security. Issues that arise with passengers on 
buses are called into the Omnitrans Dispatch Office, and a Field Supervisor is 
dispatched to the scene. Omnitrans follows the Workplace & Transit System Security 
Program, Personnel Policy 803. There are 17 security procedures that accompany 
Security Policy 803. These programs establish security procedures to protect every 
employee and the public. If incidents escalate beyond the control of Omnitrans drivers 
and staff, then Omnitrans Dispatch contacts local law enforcement in the city where 
the incident is taking place. For the study area, local law enforcement includes the 
Pomona Police Department (PD), Montclair PD, Ontario PD, Rancho Cucamonga PD, 
Fontana PD, County of San Bernardino Sheriff’s Department, and County of Los 
Angeles Sheriff’s Department. 
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James Oana 
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Response to Comment Letter P-19 

Comment Response 

P-19-1  Thank you for submitting the comment card. The commenter’s address has been 
added to the project distribution list in Appendix D of the Final Environmental Impact 
Report (EIR). 
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Response to Comment Letter P-20 

Comment Response 

P-20-1  Thank you for the comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental 
Assessment (EIR/EA) for the West Valley Connector Corridor (WVCC) Project. The 
address of the commenter’s law firm was in the project distribution list in Appendix D 
of the Final EIR. 

P-20-2 The Notice of Availability (NOA) distributed to the public stated that the meeting would 
be arranged in an open house format with various exhibits and a brief presentation 
explaining details of the project. Following the presentation, attendees would be 
encouraged to review the exhibits and consult with members from the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA), the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA), 
Omnitrans, and the consultant team. While the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) does not prescribe a specific format for the public meeting, SBCTA wanted to 
provide the opportunity for the public to review the project exhibits and ask questions 
to project staff. SBCTA encouraged the attendants to provide comments in the 
comment cards so that all comments would be reviewed and responded to by the 
specialists with direct knowledge of the project.  

P-20-3 The comments received on the commenter’s June 16, 2017 letter have been included 
herein with responses and issues evaluated in the Final EIR. 

P-20-4 Please refer to master Response # 12 (see Table 2 of this document) regarding 
relocation/acquisitions, relocation benefits, impacts, and mitigation measures.  

Table 4.12-3 in Section 4.12 of the Final EIR shows that Alternative B would require a 
Temporary Construction Easement (TCE) in front of Vince’s Spaghetti (Assessor’s 
Parcel Numbers [APN] 101054301 and 101054302) to construct driveway and 
sidewalk improvements. The position of the forward parking spaces is not anticipated 
to conflict with the driveway apron construction; however, this will be confirmed as 
engineering design progresses. The project team will work to minimize disruption to 
Vince’s Spaghetti to the extent practicable by maintaining driveway access to the 
property throughout construction of the project. 

P-20-5 Please refer to Master Response #10 (see Table 2 of this document) for the 
discussion on impacts associated with loss of street parking.  

P-20-6 Please refer to Master Response #8 (see Table 2 of this document) for the discussion 
on impacts associated with BRT operations, including mid-block left turn movements 
into businesses and U-turns. 

The raised median improvements are consistent with and conform to the City of 
Ontario’s General Plan requirements. In addition, Alternative B would require a raised 
median for safety reasons. Westbound motorists on Holt Boulevard to Vince’s 
Spaghetti would not be affected by the raised median. However, it is anticipated that 
eastbound motorists on Holt Boulevard would need to make a U-turn at the signal at 
Mountain Avenue to make a right turn into Vince’s Spaghetti. It is anticipated that 
eastbound motorists leaving Vince’s Spaghetti would travel westbound to the Holt 
Boulevard/Benson Avenue intersection to make a U-turn. Currently, the local bus stop 
in the westbound direction of Holt Boulevard is located east of Mountain Avenue. 
Under Alternative B, the WVCC station would be located west of Mountain Avenue, 
which would be closer to Vince’s Spaghetti. In addition, it is anticipated that transit 
ridership would increase over time with the WVCC Project, which in turn would 
provide greater exposure of Vince’s Spaghetti to transit riders who may become new 
restaurant patrons. 
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P-20-7 The Final EIR has addressed all the issues raised by the commenter as described 
above. 

Please refer to Master Response #2 in Table 2 of this document for the discussion on 
range of alternatives evaluated for this project.  

Please refer to Master Response #6 in Table 2 of this document for the discussion on 
traffic operations analysis performed for this project. 

As for cumulative Impacts, the Final EIR fully disclosed cumulative impacts of the 
proposed project alternatives as presented in Section 4.16.1, Cumulative Impacts, of 
the Final EIR. Cumulative impacts identified for the WVCC Project are those impacts 
that result from past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions within the 
cities of Pomona, Montclair, Ontario, Rancho Cucamonga, Fontana and surrounding 
areas. A total of 54 reasonably foreseeable past, present, and future projects were 
identified (as listed in Tables 2-3 and 2-4 of the Final EIR) and analyzed with the 
proposed project. Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation measures are included in 
various sections of the Final EIR for all environmental impacts listed.  

P-20-8 Frank and Susan Cuccia and Michael Farrell are on the mailing list. The address for 
Vince’s Spaghetti, Inc. has been added to the project distribution list in Appendix D of 
the Final EIR, as requested. 

For comments P-20-9 through P-20-12, the commenter is directed to the responses provided on 
October 10, 2017, from Andres Ramirez, Chief of Transit and Rail Programs.  

P-20-9 As discussed in Section 4.12 of the Final EIR, construction in front of Vince’s 
Spaghetti (APN 101054301 and 101054302) would occur under Alternative B. 
Impacts from constructions and mitigation measures to minimize impacts during 
construction were discussed in Chapter 5 of the Final EIR. Please also see Master 
Responses # 12 that discusses relocation/acquisitions, relocation benefits, impacts, 
and mitigation measures.  

P-20-10 Please see response to P-20-4. 

P-20-11 Please refer to Master Response #17 in Table 2 of this document for the discussion 
on impacts to historic properties and mitigation measures.  

Vince’s Spaghetti, at 1206 W. Holt Boulevard, Ontario, is an NRHP-eligible property 
as documented in Final EIR Section 4.4.3, Identification of Historic Properties. 
Impacts to Vince’s Spaghetti property are discussed in Section 4.4.5, Impacts 
(Historic Architectural Resources). Construction of the project in front of Vince’s 
Spaghetti would involve reconstruction of two driveways and sidewalks fronting Holt 
Boulevard, and a small sliver portion of the parking lot. This minor work is not 
expected to have an adverse effect on the historic property, as it does not alter any of 
the character-defining features of the property, including the historic neon pole sign.  

P-20-12 Please see response to P-20-6. 
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Comment Response 

P-21-1  No actual vibration measurement was done for the bus rapid transit (BRT) buses as 
part of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) preparation for this project.  
Vibration impact assessment was conducted following the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) procedures and guidelines. FTA has prescribed vibration levels 
for use in analyzing the vibration levels of rubber-tire vehicles (e.g., buses). Therefore, 
no additional measurements of vibration of bus pass-bys were necessary. 

As described in the vibration impact assessment in Section 4.9.5 of the Final EIR 
(page 4.9-34), building damage due to operation of the BRT would be highly 
improbable. Vibration impact from rubber tire-fitted vehicles is extremely rare because 
they are not as massive as railway vehicles. Additionally, they are typically well 
isolated by the vehicle suspension design and rubber tires, which act as a highly 
effective barrier to vibration transmission from the vibration-generating carriage and 
the main propagation medium for vibration excitation, the ground. Potential vibration 
impact for building damage from rubber tire-fitted vehicles such as those proposed for 
the West Valley Connector Corridor (WVCC) Project can be reasonably dismissed 
under general conditions.  

In terms of vibration impact for human annoyance, the “root-mean-square” (RMS) 
velocity level from a rubber-tired transit vehicle at 45 miles per hour (mph) is 
estimated at 66 to 67 vibration decibels (VdB) at 50 feet from the alignment centerline 
(page 4.9-36 of the Final EIR). Referring to Table 4.9-3, which establishes the 
vibration impact threshold for human annoyance, the estimated RMS velocity levels 
for a rubber-tired transit vehicle at 45 mph are 5 decibels (dB) below the impact 
threshold for human annoyance vibration impact for residential (Land Use Category 2, 
residences and buildings where people normally sleep) buildings and 8 dB below the 
impact threshold for institutional (Land Use Category 3, institutional land uses with 
primarily daytime use) buildings without any adjustments for environmental factors 
such as effective propagation and soil conditions. Although these conditions 
sometimes exist, they are not typically presumed unless evidence demonstrating the 
contrary is apparent.    

With consideration to the residential structures along Church Street, which are as 
close as 35 feet to the nearest travel lane, the estimated RMS vibration velocity level 
for operations would be no more than 71 VdB, which is below the impact threshold of 
72 VdB for residential structures.  Furthermore, the majority of residential structures  
are farther than 35 feet, which would reduce the estimated RMS vibration velocity 
level further below 71 VdB. 

There are no construction activities proposed on Church Street. 

P-21-2 Other routes besides Church Street were analyzed in the Alternatives Analysis Report 
(2014). As written in this report, the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority’s 
(SBCTA’s) Integrated Transit/Land Use Study for the Foothill Boulevard Corridor and 
Rancho Cucamonga’s General Plan provide alternative alignments and station 
locations to increase connectivity and access to Victoria Gardens. These alternatives 
included potential alignments on Day Creek Boulevard, Church Street, and Victoria 
Gardens Lane. Station locations include Day Creek Boulevard/Victoria Gardens Lane, 
Victoria Gardens Lane/Kew Avenue, and Day Creek Boulevard/Church Street. 
Additional potential alternative stations include Day Creek Boulevard/Main Street and 
Victoria Gardens Lane/Main Street. Ultimately, the Church street alignment was 
chosen because it provides the most time-efficient turnaround after the final stop of 
the line (at Victoria Gardens Lane/Main Street) for the bus to continue north on Day 
Creek Boulevard, turn west onto Church Street, then south onto Rochester Avenue 
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until retracing its steps on Foothill Boulevard. The alignment was selected after 
discussion with the City of Rancho Cucamonga, SBCTA, and Omnitrans.  

P-21-3 Based on the 2018 FTA Transit and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (Table 4-5) 
and existing noise levels collected from field measurements along Church Street of 
61, 67, and 68 dBA, Ldn (day-night sound level), operational noise impacts would not 
occur when project noise (noise from operations only) are below 59, 63, and 63 Ldn 
dBA, respectively.  The operational project noise level (Ldn) was calculated to be 46, 
50, and 51 dBA, respectively; therefore, the cumulative noise levels along Church 
Street would be 61, 67, and 68 Ldn dBA, respectively, which results in no increase (0 
dB) in noise levels.   

Along Church Street, there are no proposed construction activities; therefore, there 
will be no increase (0 dB) in noise levels. 

Noise levels of 61 to 68 Ldn dBA are equivalent to “quiet” to “very noisy” urban 
residential areas per the typical Ldn reference noise levels as shown in the 2018 FTA 
manual. 

P-21-4 A ridership analysis was conducted by SBCTA in coordination with the City of Rancho 
Cucamonga. This information is included in the Alternatives Analysis Report (2014), 
which can be found at: https://www.omnitrans.org/news-and-resources/plans-reports-
and-guidelines/files/FinalAAReportWithCover09-2014_pdf_1228284463.pdf. 

P-21-5 As summarized in Chapter 3 of the Final EIR, the traffic operation analysis performed 
at the Day Creek Boulevard/Church Street intersection and Rochester Avenue/Church 
Street intersection shows no change in the Level of Service (LOS) between the no-
build condition and Build Alternatives A and B conditions in the same year of 2023 
(Opening Year) and in the future year 2040 (Design Year) (see LOS reported on 
Tables 3-3, 3-4, and 3-6, Intersections 128 and 129, respectively). The same tables 
also show the delay between the no-build condition and Build Alternatives A and B 
under the opening year 2023 and future year 2040 of less than 1 second at each 
intersection analyzed. Both intersections are expected to operate at LOS D or better 
under future year with and without project conditions. 

Residents living along Church Street between Day Creek Boulevard and Rochester 
Avenue would not be impacted due to project construction because no stations are 
located nearby. During operations, it is not anticipated that the residents along Church 
Street between Day Creek Boulevard and Rochester Avenue would experience traffic 
congestion or delay as a result of the rapid transit bus operations. 

P-21-6 As indicated in response to Comment P-21-5, traffic impacts are considered 
negligible. Access to all schools along the construction routes will be safely 
maintained during project construction, as Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation 
Measure CI-TRA-1 in Section 5.3.9 of the Final EIR states the Traffic Management 
Plan (TMP) will outline any necessary pedestrian detours, which provide a protected 
pathway near, but safely away from station construction in accordance with the 
California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices or other City-approved standard. 
Signs will be posted to direct bicyclists and pedestrians to intersections where they 
may cross. 

During the project operation, buses must abide by the same rules of the road as all 
other drivers. As the proposed project would not result in significant traffic impacts at 
Day Creek Boulevard/ Church Street intersection and Rochester Avenue/Church 
Street intersection and based on the fact that the nearest school to Church Street 
between Rochester Avenue and Day Creek Boulevard is about half mile away (see 
Figure 4.13-1 in the Final EIR), no impacts to student commute are anticipated. 
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P-21-7 As described in response to comment P-21-6 above, the nearest school to Church 
Street between Rochester Avenue and Day Creek Boulevard is about half mile away 
and there would be no station construction along Church Street; no impacts to school 
crosswalks during construction are anticipated.  During operation, buses must abide 
by the same rules of the road as all other drivers, including stopping for pedestrians. 
Pedestrians using this crosswalk will remain unaffected by the addition of bus rapid 
transit (BRT) buses. Any curb ramps and crosswalks added with this project would be 
fully Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) compliant and uphold the latest standards 
for accessibility. A crossing guard, which is normally provided by the kindergarten to 
grades 12 (K-12) schools during the morning and afternoon commute times would 
also provide safety measures to the students using the crosswalk during the 
commuting hours.  

P-21-8 Safety and security of the project operation is addressed in Section 4.14 of the Final 
EIR. Section 4.14.4 and Table S-4 Summary of Long-Term, Operational Impacts and 
Proposed Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures for the Project 
Alternatives (page S-24) includes Measures SS-1 through SS-8 with regards to safety 
and security measures. Implementation of these measures would ensure the safety of 
users and residents during project operation. 

P-21-9 Please refer to Master Response # 4 that describes funding sources and project 
costs. 
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P-22-1  Tables 4.12-1 and 4.12-2 in Section 4.12, Acquisitions and Displacements, of the 
Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) list the Assessors’ Parcel Numbers (APNs) 
and addresses of stores/businesses that would be subject to full and partial 
acquisitions, respectively. The O’Reilly Auto Parts store at 907 E. Holt Boulevard is 
listed in Table 4.12-2 as subject to partial acquisition but is incorrectly identified as a 
grocery store. The use type shall be revised to auto parts store. 
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