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Ontario Airport SANBAG

Working Together

e Currently serves 3.9 Million Annual Passengers
e Peakin 2007 -7.2 MAP

o Significant growth capacity



Presenter
Presentation Notes
ONT is only airport in So Cal that has ability to expand.  Other airports have limits on runways or terminals.  


Purpose & Need SANBAG

Governments

Working Together

Carry passengers directly to the terminals
Minimize mode transfers

Compatible with peak airline flight
schedules

Support passenger rail operations

Determine physically and financially
feasible service

ldentify near term Improvements & ensure
compatibility with future regional
iImprovements


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Developed to provide definitive goals and selection criteria as we analyze alternatives. 

Busiest time at airports:
6am to 7am
4pm to 5pm
8pm to 9pm

Arrive 75 minutes before departure
Depart 60 minutes after landing




Alternative SANBAG

x = F
5 | RS
& L) o Arrow My

Upland Lot

#ih 84 2 {= - |
2 == m—ﬁfﬂmﬁ' —————, i 3 _:; _:'_ Jorsey Bhvd -‘?-ﬂ-NC‘HﬂﬁUCﬂMtJNG.ﬂ:
To ]3"' st San Gabrel Subdivision | e METRCLINK SITAHDN
4 ontclair | i : - ——ea L

lomor || §|

~

=

=

i
Hermos,

Loy

' b To
l'!l- At M ! Redlands &

= g3 | il Cityof  ens |
< Rancho |
Cucamonga

Virseyard Aue

San Ahtons Ave
-
=k

i o .“ ""‘:"-. - 1 " L\ Orgarie Mils Phy

b "
o 8¢ - "':': Cltj" of .'- <l
ONTARIO | 5] Ontario ' ' 3 - :
AMTRAK | ek B -<:|" - * ’ | Alhambra Subdivision
IBTﬁHﬂ:H = i | e — et el

fip———+ e = 'Ui'd'hﬂb' o

T
Vina i

| Euglid Ave
Aty dowi

" Airgpoet Or

oS PR, A i || sotast | INTERNATIONAL [l =

ARPORT IARExEiiieal.

Lanta Ang St

Haariir dye

Chlifarnin 51

| |15iiftana Ave

e ooyl Bt

oniilips 5

L 81

@ Proposed Station Location

A-3 Rancho Cucamonga to ONT via Hermosa/ Tumer Elevated

~
&

Williken Ava
A

vintdgd Ave

A-4 Rancho Cucamonga to ONT Deer Creek amw| Elevated EAST ONTARIO

METROLINK STATION
A-T Upland to ONT via rail spur Elevated

= B-2 Rancheo Cucamonga to ONT bus shutfle Alt. B-2

2 |  Phitdelahis S

D-1 Gold Line extension Montclair to ONT

=

Elevated

0 025 05 i =
" s— 1



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Station locations – major points of interest – limit to provide best airport service

Dashed lines are grade separations

L to R:
Yellow – D-1: Gold Line extension from Montclair, travels east in Metrolink ROW, then south via the Cucamonga Canyon Channel
Terminus at Airport, not Mulitmodal Center
Blue – A-7: Rail alignment from Upland Station east to a rail spur heading south, tying into Deer Creek
Existing freight use an issue
Orange – A-3: Rail alignment from RC Station, south on Hermosa Ave.
On street – reduces roadway capacity
Pink – A-4:  Rail alignment from RC Station, south on Deer Creek, connecting with Cucamonga Creek Channel
Spoke with flood control for easement set backs

Green - B2: Bus shuttle from Ranch Cucamonga Station traveling down Milliken, west on Inland Empire Blvd., south on Archibald into airport
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Typical weekday.  Highest usage are areas close to airport, with additional generators from I-15, SR-71, and SR-60 corridors.  
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: Ridership Methodology SANBAG
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* Rubber Tire — split mode model

e 1% of airport users
* 0.5% mode capture at intermediate stops

 Rail — Direct Ridership Models

 Ralil Ridership
 Light Rail — Sacramento LRT
» Heavy rail — Caltrain (Bay Area)

 Airport Ridership
 Airports with rail service similar to ONT


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Rubber tire – Ridership estimated by applying a mode split model
Airport use - Assume 1% of airport users would use bus
Points of interest use - Assume 0.5% mode capture of regional travel demand forecasting

Rail - Uses existing rail systems and incorporates their station characteristics and applies them to our scenarios.  
Land use around stations
Available parking at stations
Feeder transit frequency 

Airport related ridership – DRM model using data from 






Chicago O’Hare
Seattle

Philadelphia

Washington DC
Ronald Reagan

Portland

South Bend
Indiana

Ontario

6 - 15 minutes

7 - 15 minutes

30 minutes

5 - 15 minutes

15 — 30 minutes

1 hour

N/A

Governments

Comparable Airports with Rail

Working Together
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Presentation Notes
Population = Metropolitan Statistical Area
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Daily Ridership Estimates
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Gold Line 1,250 1,300 1,900 2,400 3,000

Rancho

Cucamonga—- 700 750 1,300 1,900 2,400
Rail

Rancho

Cucamonga—- 550 550 850
Bus

 Ridership split by direction
 Gold Line: 5% - San Bernardino / 95% LA
e RC Station: 80% - San Bernardino / 20% LA
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Presentation Notes
Gold Line starts strong, but as MAP increases, all rail alignments converge attracting similar ridership numbers

Gold Line Operations based on existing operations:
6-15 minute headways
ONT arrival/departure first train 4:30am; last train 2am

Metrolink connections to existing service:
30 min to hour headways
First train 4:30am; last train midnight

Ridership split by direction:
A-4 Pink (RC): 80% / 20% favoring the San Bernardino area versus LA area
A-7 Blue (from Upland):  60% / 40%
Gold Line:  0% / 100%

Bus stays fairly consistent

Omni daily riders:  5,600 on route 61

Metrolink SB Line:  11k – 12k
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Capital & Operating Costs SANBAG

Working Together

Gold Line — LRT

Rancho Cucamonga - DMU
Rancho Cucamonga — LRT

Rancho Cucamonga — Bus



Presenter
Presentation Notes
2014 Dollars

Rail alternatives have overall contingency of 20% to 30%

Capital differences:
Less ROW takes required 
Structural costs
Cheaper vehicles

Operating differences:
DMU  - Sprinter, Austin, Portland
LRT – San Diego, Sacramento, San Jose
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Recommendations SANBAG
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e Plan for future rail connection; use bus In
Interim

« Rancho Cucamonga Rail connection - preferred
long term alignment

» Further analysis needed of vehicle type
e Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU)
 Light Ralil Transit (LRT)
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Implementation SANBAG

Working Together

e \Very Near Term
* Modify fixed route service (Route 61) into terminal

e Near Term

 Shuttle bus service to Rancho Cucamonga Station
» Use existing parking or hotel shuttles

e Omnitrans West Valley Connector
e Mid-Term

 Dedicated shuttle service, coinciding with
Metrolink arrivals/departures

e Long Term
e Implement a rail connection at 15 MAP


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Near Term – Issue: 
luggage on fixed route bus.
61 only accesses Fontana Metrolink Station

West Valley Connector operational by mid – 2017.  
Connections to airport and Rancho Cucamonga station

15 MAP based on use at other airports that have viable rail connections.  
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