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October 19, 2016 

 

Airport Advisory Commission: 
Karen Sherman, Glenn Ray, Jeffrey Anderson, Wayne Chaney, Elizabeth Cruz, Hal Gosling,  
Gerald Mineghino, Jeff Rowe, Roland Scott 
 

Dear Commissioners: 

The Jacobs Feasibility Study has just been released.  That’s all it is, a feasibility study.  A study 

that suggests a “probable” finding based on information that is not comprised of 100% 

undisputable facts.  It can also be regarded as a “judgement call”.  Let’s just put it in simple 

layman’s terms, it’s a calculated guess with emphasis on “guess”.  Historically, we can look at 

countless calculated guesses that have turned into horrific and fatal catastrophes. 

What’s on the table here is a number of issues (health, economic and environmental etc.) that 

have actually occurred in many other cities once an airport goes “International” and/or steps 

up the air traffic volume.  These local cities which are still victims of LAX, John Wayne 

International and Ontario International are:  Playa del Vista, Playa del Rey, Westchester, El 

Toro, Santa Ana, Newport Beach, Laguna, Inglewood, Torrance, Downey, Westminster, Seal 

Beach, Los Alamitos and Avalon.  There are countless more when you look countrywide.  In the 

cases of Playa del Vista, Playa del Rey and especially the City of Westchester, feasibility studies 

were conducted and the end result was catastrophic to many residents. 

This “calculated guess”, which you may rely on to make a decision, will also affect other 

contiguous communities i.e.; Huntington Beach, Huntington Harbor, Sunset Beach, Surfside, 

Torrance, Palos Verdes, Rancho Palos Verdes, and many others within a 10 to 20 mile radius 

(studies show even further distances).  There is more than just “cities” that are on “the table”.  

Please consider and include our beaches, our ocean environment and its inhabitants, our open 

spaces with its inhabitants and our mountains with its inhabitants…trees, birds, animals, fishes, 

and all living things. 

Long Beach is already a major contributor of pollution.  It, combined with LA, is Ranked #1 

(worst) for High Ozone out of 228 Metropolitan Areas in 2016.  The American Lung Association 

says that LB fails for Ozone Contaminants, it fails for Particle Pollution over a 24 hour period 

and for the Particle Pollution measured annually…it fails.  Other Studies show that LB is one of 

the largest emitters of Poisonous Lead Emitters.  I have submitted six (6) “pdf’s” for you to 

review, two of which are from the Jacobs Study.  The other four, contradict the obvious bias of 
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the Jacobs study regarding the health issues as a result of an International Airport nearby.  As 

well, there are many other reports that are available that contradict the Jacobs Study.  

As the LB Airport Advisory Commission, shouldn’t you consider the International Airports that 

are already within the close proximity?  Why subject a “seaside” community and its citizens to 

adversity and assault when other “International” Airports are so close by?  Why try to put a 

square peg in a round hole?  El Toro gave it up because there were other International Airports 

already too close by.  The Airport Advisory Commission can do just fine leaving LB as a 

“neighborhood” friendly municipal airport….which most say emphatically:  “ That’s why LB 

Airport is so attractive”.   

I could go on and on discussing the true economic impacts to LB residents, the noise invasion, 

the environmental impacts, the  impacts of contaminant species from S. America (by Jet Blue), 

the further heath impacts beyond anyone’s imagination and the political pay offs by corporate 

corruption (Jet Blue). 

It’s unwise to think that the existing “Noise” Ordinance will curb what is going to happen if you 

approve the International Airport.  What will curb this devastating time bomb are your 

“honest” recommendations and the recommendation that says no “International”.  The 

Residents of Long Beach deserve a recommendation or vote that is not tainted by corrupt 

corporate influence and deserve a vote that is beneficial to all and the environment.  Do no 

harm is a good practice.  Jet Blue is already extremely violating our “Noise” Ordinance; 

International Flights will just increase their violations.  

Please seriously think what you are about to decide and do.  Think about that child playing in 

the park with their pet, or the youngster on the school playground, that elderly person that 

wants to go outside for fresh air, that wearied worker trying to go home amidst congested and 

gridlocked traffic, that person that has invested in their home for retirement, that small 

business entrepreneur that’s counting on real neighborhood economics, that beach that will be 

noxiously  fumed out, that Catalina Island retreat that will be smothered with airplane waste 

dump.  

 The argument that more jobs will be created may be somewhat so.  But those jobs come at a 

cost and most likely, it will not be LB residents that get the new jobs.   

 I just can’t forget my last experience when I flew home from D.C. (on business) to LAX.  My wife 

and I were gasping from the noxious fumes from all the planes while taxing into our American 

Airlines Gate (imagine the same for the LB Airport Gates)….we collected our bags from the 

carousel and then went out to the shuttle pick up area.  It was terrible!!!  Fumes from the high 

volume of airplanes, fumes from the high volume of shuttles, fumes from the taxis, loud 

beeping horns....and then we went to our extended parking lot and I was continuously looking 
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over my shoulder to protect my wife and me.  I really don’t think the Airport Advisory 

Commission will want this in our City. 

If you approve the Int’l Airport in LB, there will be numerous and severe circumstances that will 

happen because of the increase air traffic volume (air traffic will increase once the International 

status is granted, it’s foolhardy if you believe it won’t be).  Major transitions will happen!  

People will have pulmonary health issues, property values will evaporate, neighborhoods will 

be overrun by vehicle congestion, law suits for health problems and reverse condemnation will 

be rampant, crime will go up, and our environment, beach, mountains and air will be violated.   

It’s in your hands.  Once the International process begins, it cannot be reversed.  We look 

forward to those addressed above to keep Long Beach a wonderful city.  All of us look to you 

for our healthy environment and peace. 

Thank you for your considerations and diligence. 

 

Cordially, 

James Stok and Holly Kuwayama 

Long Beach Resident  
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Forbes Oct. 8, 2013 

People Who Live Near Airports At 
Increased Risk For Cardiovascular Disease 

  

  

  

  

  
 

Larry Husten ,   

 CONTRIBUTOR 

I'm a medical journalist covering cardiology news.   

Opinions expressed by Forbes Contributors are their own. 

Most previous research on the health effects of noise has focused on 
road noise. Now two new observational studies published 
in BMJextend the research to noise from airports and provide 
fresh evidence that people who live near airports are at increased risk 
for cardiovascular disease. 
 (Photo credit: Wikipedia)  

In the first paper, Anna Hansell and colleagues in the UK analyzed data 
from 3.6 million people living near Heathrow airport in London. 
People who lived in the noisiest areas had an elevated risk for stroke, 
coronary heart disease, and cardiovascular disease.  The findings were 
diminished, but remained significant, after adjustments for ethnicity, 
social deprivation, smoking (estimated through lung cancer 
mortality), road traffic noise exposure, and air pollution. The 
researchers reported finding a dose-response relationship, in which 
the increased risk was greatest in the 2% of the population who 
experienced the highest levels of noise. 

http://www.forbes.com/sites/larryhusten/
http://www.bmj.com/cgi/doi/10.1136/bmj.f5432


The authors acknowledged that they were unable to completely control 
for confounding or ecological bias and called for “further work to 
understand better the possible health effects of aircraft noise.” 

ADVERTISING 

 In the second paper, Andrew Correia and colleagues analyzed data from 

more than 6 million people on Medicare who lived in zip codes around 89 

North American airports. They found that people who lived in zip codes with 

the top 10% of noise exposure had a significant increase in the risk of 

hospital admission for cardiovascular disease (after adjusting for age, sex, 

race, zip code level socioeconomic status and demographics, zip code level 

air pollution, and roadway density.) They calculated that for older people 

living near airports 2.3% of hospitalizations for cardiovascular disease could 

be attributed to aircraft noise. 

In an accompanying editorial Steven Stansfeld placed the new studies in 
the context of previous research looking at the effects of 
environmental noise on cardiovascular disease. Despite the inevitable 
limitations of observational studies, he writes that the studies “provide 
preliminary evidence that aircraft noise exposure is not just a cause of 
annoyance, sleep disturbance, and reduced quality of life but may also 
increase morbidity and mortality from cardiovascular disease.” 
 

http://www.bmj.com/cgi/doi/10.1136/bmj.f5561
http://www.bmj.com/cgi/doi/10.1136/bmj.f5752


Health Hazards Of Living Near Airports 

 
ByJaylaxmi Trivedi 

Posted on October 23, 2015 
 
 
A study has found that the increase in number of cases related to Asthma and also 
diseases like heart ailments among people who live near or within six miles of an airport 
is quite stark. It was found that hospitalization in relation to respiratory distress and 
asthma was almost 17 percent higher in the said radius.  While hospitalization related to 
heart ailments was higher by 9 percent. 

Scientists from University of California and Columbia University after inspecting 12 

airports in the state of California concluded that the pollutant Carbon Monoxide (CO) 

was the main culprit in this case and the emission of CO was maximum when the 

planes were either idling or taxi-ing on the runway. 

Another pollutant i.e. Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2) which is also a major pollutant that is 

released from airplanes was not considered as a reason for the hospitalizations as it is 

produced when planes are moving at a higher speed in the air. 

Meanwhile, the study also found that even a small change in the quality of ambient air 

was a cause of increase in cases of respiratory problems and heart issues. 

THE STUDY 

The data was collected from 164 residential areas in and around 12 biggest airports of 

California and observed the number of hospitalizations overnight. What is important to 

note is that these areas are among the most posh localities and wealthiest of people live 

here. 

The research also took into account the direction of wind blowing and found that on 

days with highest of pollution, the maximum illnesses were reported from areas that 

saw wind blowing towards it. 

In fact the LA airport was found to be contributor of highest pollution. 

 

 

http://www.healthaim.com/author/jaylaxmi-t
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-3282060/Living-near-airport-bad-heart-Higher-levels-asthma-heart-problems-people-residing-six-miles-blamed-higher-carbon-monoxide-levels.html
http://www.healthaim.com/air-pollution-linked-with-increased-deaths-study/28465
http://www.healthaim.com/the-air-pollution-thats-choking-asia/11924


Professor Wolfram Schlenker, co-author of the study said: ‘We looked to identify the 

ways in which daily variation in air pollution affects population health, as well as trying to 

estimate the effect of multiple pollutants simultaneously, as it has been traditionally 

difficult to decipher which pollutant is responsible for which adverse health condition.’ 

 



SECOND OPINION 
UCare generously supports MinnPost’s Second Opinion coverage; learn why. 

Airport pollution may have been 
'seriously underestimated,'  

By Susan Perry | 06/02/14 

 
Creative Commons/James Willamor 

Ultrafine sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxide and other toxic particles can embed themselves deep inside the lungs and 

then enter the bloodstream. 

  

Heavy airplane traffic can pollute the air for a significantly wider area than 

previously reported — and in amounts that are equivalent to that produced by many 

hundreds of miles of freeway traffic, according to a study published late last week in 

the journalEnvironmental Science & Technology, which is published by 

the American Chemical Society. 

 

https://www.minnpost.com/second-opinion
https://www.ucare.org/Pages/default.aspx
https://www.minnpost.com/ucare-proud-sponsor-second-opinion
https://www.minnpost.com/ucare-proud-sponsor-second-opinion
https://www.minnpost.com/author/susan-perry
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/full/10.1021/es5001566
http://pubs.acs.org/journal/esthag
http://www.acs.org/content/acs/en/about.html


The findings suggest, say the study’s authors, that “the air quality impact areas of 

major airports may have been seriously underestimated.” 

The authors also warn that “a significant fraction of urban dwellers living near 

airports likely receive most of their outdoor [particle matter] exposure from airports 

rather than roadway traffic.” 

Airplane air pollution — the ultrafine sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxide and other toxic 

particles that are created from the condensation of the jet’s hot exhaust vapors — is a 

health concern. The particles can embed themselves deep inside the lungs and then 

enter the bloodstream. The inflammation they cause is suspected of worsening many 

lung conditions, such as asthma and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), 

and of contributing to the development of heart disease. 

A new Massachusetts study, also released last week, has found, for example, that 

children living near Logan International Airport in Boston were up to four times 

more likely to exhibit signs of undiagnosed asthma than children living in 

communities further away, even after taking into account socioeconomic and other 

factors. In addition, adults living in neighborhoods bordering the airport were 

almost twice as likely to have COPD than their farther-away peers. Unlike other 

studies, however, the Massachusetts study did not find a higher risk of heart disease 

among people whose homes were close to the airport. (All of these studies 

are observational, which means they are able to show only an association between 

airport pollution and an increased risk of disease; they do not prove a causative link. 

Other factors, not controlled for in the studies, may also explain the results.) 

Up to 10 miles away 
Previous studies that have investigated the amount of airplane-related particle-

matter pollution that exists in communities near airports have sampled air only 

within a couple of miles of the airports. For the current study, researchers at the 

University of Southern California (USC) and the University of Washington in Seattle 

spent 29 days measuring levels of air pollutants while driving through 

neighborhoods up to 10 miles from Los Angeles International Airport (LAX). Most of 

the measurements were collected between 11 a.m. and 4 p.m., some of the airport’s 

busiest hours, when 40 to 60 jets arrive per hour. But samples were also collected 

early in the morning and late at night, when air traffic was much lower. 

https://www.nhlbi.nih.gov/health/health-topics/topics/copd/
https://www.minnpost.com/second-opinion/2014/06/%20http:/www.mass.gov/eohhs/gov/departments/dph/programs/environmental-health/investigations/logan-airport-health-study.html
https://www.minnpost.com/second-opinion/2014/06/%20http:/www.bmj.com/content/347/bmj.f5561
https://www.minnpost.com/second-opinion/2014/06/%20http:/www.bmj.com/content/347/bmj.f5561
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Observational_study


LAX is the sixth busiest airport in the world in terms of "movement" (flights), and 

the third busiest in North America, behind the Hartfield-Jackson Atlanta 

International Airport and the O’Hare International Airport in Chicago, according to 

the Airports Council International. (The Minneapolis-St. Paul Airport is ranked 

11th in North America and 16th in the world.) 

The scientists found that over a 23-square-mile area — an area that starts at the ends 

of LAX’s four runways and then fans out east for more than 10 miles downwind of 

the airport  — particle-matter concentrations were double what they were in nearby 

areas outside the area of LAX impact. 

They also found that the concentrations were five times higher over a 9-square-mile 

section of the impact area, and within an almost 2-mile area just east of the airport, 

the particle-matter pollutants reached concentrations that were 10 times higher than 

in the non-impact areas. 

“The consistent and distinctive spatial pattern of elevated concentrations was 

aligned to prevailing westerly winds and landing jet trajectories, and roughly 

followed the shape of the contours of noise from landing jets,” the study’s authors 

note, “indicating that landing jets probably are an important contributor to the large 

downwind spatial extent of elevation [particle matter] concentrations.” 

The authors also calculated that the amount of pollutants produced by LAX is 

equivalent to the particle-matter pollution of 174 to 491 miles of freeway. To put that 

number in context, the total number of freeway miles in Los Angeles County, where 

LAX is located, is about 930. 

“Therefore,” the scientists conclude, “LAX should be considered one of the most 

important sources of [particle matter] pollution in Los Angeles.” 

The study was funded by the National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences. 

You’ll find the study’s abstract on the Environmental Science & Technology website. 

 

http://www.aci.aero/About-ACI
http://www.niehs.nih.gov/about/index.cfm
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/full/10.1021/es5001566


USC News - MAY 30, 2014 

 

New concerns raised about air pollution at 

LAX 

Effects from planes that are landing appear to play a key 
role in the large area of impact 

FACEBOOKTWITTERLINKEDINEMAILPRINT 
BY Leslie Ridgeway 

Most previous research focused on measuring air quality near where jet takeoffs occur.  

Research conducted by scientists at the Keck School of Medicine of USC shows that 
airliner activity at Los Angeles International Airport worsens air quality over a far larger 
area than previously assumed. 

The study, published on May 29 in the journal Environmental Science and 
Technology and conducted with University of Washington researchers, found a 
doubling of ultrafine particle number concentrations extended east more than 10 miles 
downwind from the airport boundary over a 20-square-mile area, encompassing 
Lennox, Westmont, parts of South Los Angeles, Hawthorne and Inglewood, and, in 
certain wind conditions, areas south of LAX. 

“Our research shows that airport impacts extend more than five times further than 
previously assumed,” said Scott Fruin, lead researcher and assistant professor of 
preventive medicine at the Keck School of Medicine. “Effects from planes that are 
landing appear to play a major role in this large area of impact.” 

To put this large area of impact into perspective, the researchers calculated that one-
quarter to one-half of the entire Los Angeles County freeway system produces an 
equivalent increase in ultrafine particle numbers on a concentration-weighted basis. 

“LAX may be as important to LA’s air quality as the freeway system,” Fruin said. “The 
impact area is large, and the airport is busy most hours of the day. That makes it 
uniquely hard for people to avoid the effects of air pollution in affected areas.” 

 

 

 

http://www.facebook.com/sharer.php?u=https%3A%2F%2Fnews.usc.edu%2F63466%2Fnew-concerns-raised-about-air-pollution-at-lax%2F&t=New+concerns+raised+about+air+pollution+at+LAX
https://news.usc.edu/63466/new-concerns-raised-about-air-pollution-at-lax/
https://news.usc.edu/author/leslie-ridgeway/


 

 

A previous assumption was incorrect 

 
Graphic depicting ultrafine particle increase downwind of LAX relative to urban 
background air quality (Graphic/Neelakshi Hudda) 

Most previous research on the air quality impacts of airports focused on measuring air 
quality near where jet takeoffs occur. Takeoffs produce immense plumes of exhaust but 
only intermittently, and pollution concentrations downwind have been observed to fall 
off rapidly with distance. The assumption has been that total airport impacts also fall off 
rapidly with distance. The new research finds that this assumption is wrong. 

The study found that concentrations of ultrafine particles were more than double over 
20 square miles compared to background concentrations in nearby areas outside the 
area of LAX impact. Also, ultrafine particle number concentrations four times higher 
than background extended a distance of six miles. 

“Given the existing concern about the possible health effects of urban ultrafine particle 
levels, living in an area with two to four times the average LA levels of ultrafine particles 
is of high public health concern,” said first author Neelakshi Hudda, research associate 
in preventive medicine at the Keck School. 

Ultrafine particles are currently unregulated, but are of concern because they appear to 
be more toxic than larger particles on an equal mass basis in animal and cellular studies, 
and because they appear able to enter the bloodstream, unlike large particles that lodge 
in the lungs. 

The research team used vehicles equipped with special measurement devices to capture 
data not available using traditional fixed monitors. The team was able to take moving 

https://news.usc.edu/files/2014/05/LAX-graphic.jpg


measurements for more than five hours under consistent wind conditions to fully 
capture the extent of the impact boundaries. 

“Other airports generally have less steady wind directions, which would make these 
measurements more difficult,” Hudda said. “Similar impacts are probably happening, 
but their location likely shifts more rapidly than in Los Angeles.” 

“The on-shore westerly winds cause this impact regularly in communities east of LAX 
because the impact’s location corresponds to the wind direction,” Hudda added. “In the 
winter months, when the winds were different, impacts were measured south of the 
airport during northerly winds. 

The research was funded by the National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences. 

University of Washington researchers included Tim Larson and Tim Gould in the 
Department of Civil Engineering and Kris Hartin in the Department of Environmental 
and Occupational Health Sciences. 
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