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Ontario
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE
(Commercial List)

IN THE MATTER OF THE RECEIVERSHIP OF SKYSERVICE AIRLINES INC.
of the City of Toronto, in the Province of Ontario

AND IN THE MATTER OF AN APPLICATION pursuant to Section 9 of the Airport
Transfer (Miscellaneous Matters) Act, S.C. 1992, c.5 (Application by the Greater Toronto
Afrports Authority)

AND IN THE MATTER OF AN APPLICATION pursuant to Section 9 of the Airport
Transfer (Miscellaneous Matters) Act, S.C. 1992, c.5 (Application by the Ottawa
Macdonald-Cartier International Airports Authority)

AND IN THE MATTER OF AN APPLICATION pursuant to Section 56 of the Civil Air
Navigation Services Commercialization Act, S.C. 1996, Chapter 20, as amended (Application
‘by NAV Canada)

NOTICE OF MOTION

Thomson Airways Limited, Celestial Aviation Trading 23 Limited, IAI V, Inc., MCAP
Europe Limited, ORIX Aviation Systems Limited, C.LT. Leasing Corporation and International
Lease Finance Corporation (collectively the “Aireraft Lessors”) will bring a motion before the
Honourable Mr. Justice Morawetz on Friday, April 9, 2010, at 10:00 a.m. or as soon after that

time as the motion can be heard at 330 University Avenue, Toronto, Ontario.

PROPOSED METHOD OF HEARING: The motion is to be heard orally.



THE MOTION IS FOR:

1. Advice and direction of the Court in regard to a protocol for the release of certain seizure
claims against aircraft which were operated by Skyservice Airlines Inc. (the “Applicant”) and in

which the Aircraft Lessors have an interest;

2. An order substantially in the form of the draft order attached as Schedule “A” to this

notice of motion; and
3. Such further and other relief as to this Honourable Court seems just.
THE GROUNDS FOR THE MOTION ARE:

1.‘ There are currently pending proceedings relating to the Applicant, including: (i) the
Aircraft Lessors and (ii) NAV Canada, the Greater Toronto Airports Authority, the Winnipeg
Airports Authority, Inc. and the Ottawa Macdonald-Cartier International Airports Authority
(collectively, the "Airport Authorities”) regarding the respective rights of the Aircraft Lessors
and seizure rights of the Airport Authorities as against aircraft which were operated by the

Applicant in which the Aircraft Lessors have an interest (the “Dispute”);

2. The scheduling of the Dispute by this Honourable Court is scheduled to be spoken to at

10:00 a.m. on April 12, 2010;

3. It is likely that even once the Dispute is ruled on at first instance there will be appeals,

thus delaying the final resolution of the seizure claims of the Airport Authorities for some time;

4. The Aircraft Lessors and the Airport Authorities have attempted to reach a consensual
arrangement for the release of the aircraft from the seizure claims pending final determination of

the Dispute;



5. In all the circumstances it is just and equitable that the aircraft be released from such

seizure claims in accordance with the protocol attached as Appendix 1 to the draft order attached

to this notice of motion, which protocol provides for the posting of cash security by each of the

Aircraft Lessors in favour of each of the Airport Authorities; and

6. Such further and other grounds as counsel may advise and this Court may permit.

April 8,2010

TO: The Service List.

Cassels Brock & Blackwell LLP
2100 Scotia Plaza

40 King Street West

Toronto, ON M5H 3C2

Donald G. Gray LSUC# 24063K
Tel: (416) 869-5998

Deborah S. Grieve LSUC# 26202G
Tel: (416) 860-5219

Auriol Marasco LSUC#571968
Tel: (416)869-5767

Solicitors for Celestial Aviation Trading 23
Limited, IAI 'V, Inc., MCAP Europe Limited
and ORIX Aviation Systems Limited
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AND IN THE MATTER OF AN APPL]CATION“‘p“ursuaht to Section 9 of the Airport
Transfer (Miscellaneous Matters).Act, S.C. 1992:c#5 (Application by the Greater
Toront’o:*Alrports Autﬁ“”ﬂty)
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AND IN THE MATTER OF AN APPLlCATI.N pursuawr?f&fjé&Sectlon 9 of the Airport
Transfer (Miscellaneous Matters) Acte S.C..4992¢.5 (Application by the Ottawa
Macdo“naldmeartler Internatlonal Alrpmt Authority)
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W»@:;%:‘;?—“: %5 == ORDER
*~TH[S MOTION, m.:-?de by Tﬁmmson Airways Limited, Celestial Aviation Trading 23
Limited, ['A"]*"V Inc., MC%% Europe Limited, ORIX Aviation Systems Limited, C.I.T.

s

Leasing Corpo;ration an’amﬁfnternational Lease Finance Corporation (collectively the

“Lessors”) for advrce“:a‘nd direction and related relief in connection with a proposed
protocol for the release of certain aircraft from seizure claims pending a final
determination of a dispute between the Lessors, and NAV Canada, the Greater Toronto
Airports Authority, the Winnipeg Airports Authority, Inc. and the Ottawa Macdonald-
Cartier International Airport Authority (collectively, the "Airport Authorities”), was heard
on [®] at the Court House, 330 University Avenue, Toronto, Ontario.
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UPON READING the notice of motion and the schedule thereto, all filed herein
and upon hearing the submissions of counsel for each of the Lessors and counsel for
each of the Airport Authorities and counsel for FTI Consulting Canada Inc. in its

capacity as Court appointed receiver of Skyservice Airlines Inc. (the "Receiver”),

1. THIS COURT ORDERS that the following aircraft (collectively with any engines,
auxiliary power units, equipment and parts on such aircraft, thgmgﬁw@ircraﬂ"), as more fully

described in Schedule “A” to the Protocol attached as Aﬂ%mix “1” to this order (the
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such terms are defined in the Protocol) in accordance with the Protocol
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Lessor N Al%raft
%ﬁu ﬁ”’%w (By Reglstr;imi&o?wh Marks)
Thomson Airways Limited . %%? C-FLOX; C-FLEU;
S <z | C-FOBH; C-GTDG
Celestial Aviation Trading 23 Limited=2, iz gig-GTBB
IAI'V, Inc. - 2 == [ceTsy
MCAP Europe Limitedﬁm Y SEEFC_FRAA
ORIX Aviation Systms Limited T2 = C-GTDH
C.L.T. Leasing Cc;&;;ratlon mﬁ _ W“’% C-GMYH
International. Lease FmanceWCorporatleermme C-GTDP
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2. “*QTHIS COURT @RDERS’“‘that without leave of this Court, no person shall
commewﬁge»or continue anymproceedlngs including, without limiting the generality of the
foregoing, é"‘”t Mg:ludlmal ,preceedlngs self-help remedies, court proceedings, private
seizure, enforcement. precesses or other remedies against the Aircraft, save and except
for proceedings tam accordance with the Protocol, or the registration of any liens or

any financing statements in respect of such liens in accordance with applicable law.

3. THIS COURT ORDERS that any party seeking the Court's leave to commence or

continue proceedings against the Aircraft in accordance with paragraph 2 of this Order
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shall do so on 3 business days' notice to each of the Lessors, the Airport Authorities, the

Receiver and any other person known to have an interest in the Aircraft.

4. THIS COURT ORDERS that any Security (as defined in the Protocol), which is
paid to the Receiver (or otherwise in accordance with the Protocol), shall stand charged
with a fixed and specific charge as security for the payments required under the

Protocol without any need to register any financing statementwor other document in
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Security or agamst any person for whose benefitmsuch Security was pested and shall not
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5. THIS COURT ORDERS that the Receweus«««authorlzed and directed to receive

.«M».
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payment of the amounts set out m‘"th*ewetocol in amrdance with paragraph 9 of such
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6. THIS COURT GJRDERS that the Recelver in holding and distributing the funds

Eah

constituting the Seﬁﬂnty will be::éhhﬂed to all’”of the rights and protections afforded to it

as a court ofcher and“pursuant’“to th‘“”e“*’-*Recelversh[p Order (as defined in the Protocol)

and the:Ba?fkrjpfe]?;and Insolvency Act (Canada) The only duties and obllgatlons of
the . Receiver in respect».of the= Selzure Applications (as defined in the Protocol) and the

s
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funds and»any letters of’""”‘“‘ edit héﬁwby it as Security are those expressly set out in the

A L)

Protocol. 'E%Recelver @gy pay the Security into Court, on notice to the Lessors and
Airport Authoﬁﬁ%at @;E:iﬁ?:time it considers it necessary to do so (including, without

e, AR

limitation, to facili%%ischarge).
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APPENDIX 1

PROTOCOL
AIRPORT AUTHORITIES

This protocol (the “Protocol”) shall govern the release of the Aircraft from

the Seizure Claims (as such terms are defined below).

A. Background e

RO i KRR

1. Skyservice Airlines Inc. (“Skyservice”) operaté’d as an‘*a[rllne and is currently

S
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hereto (collectively, “the Aircraft” and 1nd|V|dU’aIIy, an Aircraft"). %

2. By Order issued by the Ontario Supenor C@urtz@f»«Justlce (the “Court ) on March

R
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31, 2010 (the “Receivership Ordel )?WFTI Consulﬁnnganada Inc. was appointed as

receiver, without security, of all *of thexagsets urffelztaklngs and properiies of
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Skyservice, acquired for, or used in re'lauflon to a«busmess C"’a‘“"rﬁed on by Skyservice (the
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3. The partleswset out in Schedule “‘B" hereto {collectively, the “Lessors”) have an
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interest in the A:rcraﬁ”through““l“e%a"s;“e‘s =finaricing arrangements or other documents

creatlng an*lnfereatm the#Aircraft (collectively, the “Leases”).
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4. = “EtEhe Airport Auwhentles listed in Schedule “C" hereto (collectively, the "Airport
Authorlti‘é""s) have eachwbrought applications to the Court (the “Ontario Seizure

P mm

Appllcatlo‘“"“‘“t =or to the“IVIanltoba Court (as defined below) (the “Manitoba Seizure

preiriin]

Applications”, Wte)geth’“é‘i"w with the Ontario Seizure Applications, the “Seizure

Applications”) ordel;s authonzmg the seizure of the Aircraft with respect to unpaid
amounts owing to the Airport Authorities from Skyservice (the “Unpaid Amounts”)
and/or for orders lifting the stay of proceedings (to the extent necessary) to permit the
bringing of such Seizure Applications (all seizure rights and remedies asserted in such
Seizure Applications or otherwise for the Unpaid Amounts, collectively, the “Seizure

Claims”). In the case of the Winnipeg Airports Authority Inc. (the “WAA"), an ex parte
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order was obtained in the Manitoba Court of Queen’s Bench (the “Manitoba Court”) on
March 31, 2010 (the “Manitoba Order") and the Aircraft located at the Winnipeg James
Armstrong Richardson International Airport (as set out in Schedule “A” hereto) were
seized by the WAA. The Manitoba Order, and the seizure of such Aircraft are contested
by Thomson Airways Limited (“Thomson”) and the Receiver on various grounds and it
is the position of those contesting parties that the Manitoba Order should not have been
granted and should now be set aside, that the seizure shou%&féx?zdeclared improper and
that all matters in respect of the Aircraft subject to the Ma Order and any claim of
the WAA should be transferred and/or dealt W|th ”‘h“’””the C@urt in the proceedings
involving Skyservice and as provided for in thls F’ro“fécol The consgpt of the WAA to

this Protocol is without prejudice to any rlghtsmt‘ may wish to assert”arlsmg from the
granting of the Manitoba Order, other than as~prov1ded foririthis Protocol i

i
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B. The Lessors are contesting the.Seizure Appllcatlons including, without limitation,

with respect to the Lessors of AlrcFa“‘beearlng reglstratlem marks C-GTBB, C-GTSJ, C-

wosm-o.

FRAA and C-GTDH (the “Cassels Alrcraft“) onjﬂmbaSIs that the applicable Leases of

such Cassels Aircraft were~te"r‘m|nated m mlf"” mmmmm
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6. On March,,3;ljj“2010 the C@urt ordered that the Ontario Seizure Applications be

heard by the Court on,Aprll 125 2@1@ (or. such“"::‘éther date on which the Court may order
the Ontqgggselzurg Apph,c;gﬁpns be heardwbﬁlng the “Hearing Date”).
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7. i ["” advance of the. Hearlng Date, the Lessors wish to obtain the release of the

Alrcraftwfrom the Se|zure Clairis by posting the Security (as defined below) in
SubStItUtloanE)I‘ the Alrcraft‘ subject to the Seizure Applications and to adjourn the

wwwwwwww
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B. Purpose an%oals

8. The purpose of this Protocol is to provide for the release of the Aircraft from the
Seizure Claims prior to the final determination of the Seizure Applications and to provide
alternative security for the Unpaid Amounts claimed by the Airport Authorities to be

owing to them by Skyservice and for payment to an Airport Authority of same if a Final
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Seizure Order (as defined below) is made in favour of an Airport Authority, to the extent

of such Airport Authority’s Unpaid Amount, plus applicable interest and costs (as

provided for below).

C. Release of Claims

9. (a)

Subject to paragraph 10, upon receipt by the Receiver of an amount equal

to 110% of the Unpaid Amounts claimed by eagﬁ;ﬁf the Airport Authorities

mmswwmz

»eme»u .smov

Schedule “C” hereto, plus $100,000.00. 1 to»s*ecure amymcosts incurred by the
Airport Authorities (as provided i@,@wbelow) in excess,,,\ of the Security
Amounts (the “Costs Fund” ««“f@g ther W|th all SecurlthAmounts the

riorinig

“Security”), which Secunty shaﬂ”“be held 1n~a»segregated intarest bearing

‘umﬂmm i
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Receiver thatmthe Securlty,, has beenmxecelved be released from the

Selzure Elaims -ant and any andma[l other claims of the Airport Authorities,
whlchﬁcialms shall”be secured**and fully enforceable against the Security,

in accordance withithe:terms of“this Protocol and the order approving this

-=EProtocol. e e
Z=(B) Ifone o’“rrﬁﬁore Lessors do not pay their “Total Contribution Amount” (as

s
e

m,_%&\m Toronte;“-;tlme (the “Non-paying Lessors”), any one or more of the

set out in Schgdule “I” hereto) to the Receiver by April 13, 2010 at 5:00

wwwnﬂ

Legggrs sllall, be entitied o pay to the Receiver the remaining portion of

Amoun?”). If one or more Lessors (the "Covering Lessors”) pay the
Contributed Amount, the applicable Non-paying Lessors' Aircraft shall not
be released to any party until all Covering Lessors have been reimbursed
the amount of their contributions to the Contributed Amount. The

Covering Lessors shall also be entitled to interest actually earned on the
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Contributed Amount held by the Receiver, on a pro rata basis, to the date

of reimbursement.

10.  Notwithstanding that the entire Security may not have been deposited with the

Receiver as contemplated by paragraph 9, provided that the Receiver receives from

Thomson the Total Contribution Amount Per Aircraft (as set out in Schedule “D” hereto)
for Aircraft bearing registration marks C-FLOX, C-FLEU, C- F‘BH C-GTDG, C-GTDH
and C-GTBB (collect[vely, the “Thomson Aircraft"), eacb =of the Thomson Aircraft,

M«m

paragraph 10 is exercised by Thomson, the::Senzure Claims of the WAA“‘;‘::nc valid, shall

Privein

attach to the Remaining Thomson Aircraft, tov.the exj:em of the unpald port|on of the

ity

Security. Upon rece[pt by the Recelver of the baIaW*

S et .
s

of the Airport Authorities, pursuant to thetermswzf” this. Profecel
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11. A Lessor shallmbe en’utled o replaeew-the cash payment made to the Receiver
constituting Securlty«wnh a Iette.,rwof credit m“*‘favour of the Receiver in the same amount

as such cash paymer_]t thh"“”fhe pl:JOI‘ conéent of the Receiver and the Alrport

Lessor*to the Recelver”constltutmgnsuch Security shall be returned to the Lessor by the

W
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12. Followi“ﬁzﬁm‘:“’;ﬂwgglea&ethe Aircraft, each applicable Lessor shall comply with the

ordinary course Epgégﬁiﬁna] and airport security requirements of the Airport Authority

where the relevant Aircraft is located.

13.  The Receiver shall pay:
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(a) to each Airport Authority from the Security held for each such Airport
Authority, plus the interest earned on such Security while held by the

Receiver:

(i)  the Unpaid Amounts applicable to such Airport Authority, or such

lesser amount as may be ordered by the Court in respect of the

Unpaid Amounts claimed by such AII’pGI’t‘mAUthOI'Ity (a "Proven

(ii)

mbefore the C@urt (mcludi"ng, without limitation, its reasonable legal

*ce)sts mcurnedwmwconneotlon with the negotiation and approval of

e this® Er@f”f:o!) subjecf:t@“‘assessment irrespective of whether such

=g “eosts arezawarded by the Court (a "Costs Amount”). If the totai of
“’;;@ trrgjsroven Amount the Interest and the Costs Amount with respect
T to an%%gport Authorlty exceed 110% of the Proven Amount for that
:%éf:m Airpc@uthority. plus interest actually earned and paid on the
M%Amount while held by the Receiver, any such excess Costs
wﬁ%ﬁunt of that Airport Authority will be paid from the Costs Fund. If
the total amount claimed by the Airport Authorities from the Costs
Fund exceeds the amount of the Costs Fund, the respective
amount to be paid to each Airport Authority shall be allocated by
agreement between the affected Airport Authorities or by order of

the Court.
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in the event of any appeal of the decision of the court hearing the
Seizure Application, an Airport Authority shall only be entitled to be
paid its legal costs in connection with the appeal from the
applicable Security if such appellate court awards costs to such
Airport Authority. For greater certainty, any amount paid to an
Airport Authority in respect of its costs shall not preclude such

Airport Authority from seeking to enforcewany costs award made

agalnst one or more of the Lessors%!f-_mthe amount of such costs

the applicable Security. Th"“e“’“:”"amounts payable to an Airport

e

Authority pursuant to thls**paragraph 13(a) shaﬂ’:;,,constltute an

“Awarded Amount”; §.‘:~M A "‘%ﬁ":ﬁ:

pos
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(b) tothe Lessors: e R

(i)  upon the maklng .f a ﬁnalf-.:et:der dlsmﬁgLng the Seizure Application

of themagpllcable "A|rport *Aﬁth@i’lt,ymln its entirety, from which all

ngﬁ"ts of aeal have’«explred or been exhausted by way of final
Brsposmon ”E”é amountrof each Lessor's payment on account of the
relevant MSecurltvamount:for such A|rport Authority, plus interest

P S PRI

e »zothenNIS‘@;aa.s the Lessors may agree between themselves; or
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“wfwr%@ (ii) upo@e m%g of a Final Seizure Order in favour of an Airport
% Autho%% which orders payment to an Airport Authority of an
= Aw:arded Amount which is less than the relevant Security Amount
Ww;jggrsuch Airport Authority, the difference between the Security
:mount and the Awarded Amount, plus interest actually earned and

paid thereon while held by the Receiver, pro rata in accordance

with the Lessors’ respective contributions to the applicable Security

Amount or otherwise as the Lessors may agree between

themselves.
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In any case, no paymenis contemplated by this paragraph 13 will be made without the
written request and direction of the Lessors and the applicable Airport Authority, or in

accordance with a Final Seizure Order or other order of the Court.

For greater certainty, the Airport Authorities shall not be limited to calling only upon an
amount posted as Security with the Receiver by a particular Lessor with respect to a
particular Aircraft but shall be able to call upon the full Secu?:riity Amount paid to the

Receiver in favour of such Airport Authority upon a Final Seizare Order made in respect

of the Aircraft or any of them and any allocation of Iia’”l?i‘il‘ify‘*fefkpayment of a Security

v"wwq

Authorities. In the event of an appeal by a Lesser"’ NAV Canada shaLLmspond to such
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14. The release of the Aircraft from the Selmr m:CIalms and the posting of the
Security by the Lessors and the acc“eptance thereof”‘"ﬁ” _the Airport Authorities shall be

without prejudice to any point of fact OF ormlaw Orzany.pe posmo*n«that any of the Lessors or the

W‘mm

Airport Authorities may wish_to bl'lng’“fOI'Wa,Ldmln tneeSelzure Applications and any

subsequent appeals, == =N e

e
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15.  Subject to fhw_prowso m»«favour of th”ewWAA set out in paragraph 4 hereof, the

Seizure Claims and anymcress*motlonsw.bcought by the Lessors shall be decided by the

sty

Court, subject“toza;y ap‘peals regardless of the current location of the Aircraft in

www

Canada“ without prejudlee to th"e“i‘»abllrty of any party to raise before the Court any issue
or defen ce. (other than thex Jurlsdlctlon of the Court as the appropriate forum) which it

could have“"‘i”aised had the“:S“‘elzure Appllcatlons or any cross motion been brought in the

-hm -----

......

16.  An Airport Authority shall only be entitled to call or realize on the Security in the
event that such Airport Authority shall have first exhausted its recourse against any
surety bonds, letters of credit, guarantees, cash collateral or like instruments posted
with such Airport Authority specifically as for Unpaid Amounts claimed by such Airport

Authority to be owing to it, unless such recourse is stayed and such stay is not lifted. In
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the event an Airport Authority recovers any amounts in respect of the foregoing,
including any amounts for which such Airport Authority has access because the stay is
lifted, the liability, if any, found to attach to the Aircraft in which each Lessor has an
interest shall be reduced pro rata in accordance with the “Percentage Allocation Per
Aircraft” as set out in Schedule “D” hereto.

17.  In the event that the Security or any part thereof is paidzby the Receiver to an

Airport Authority in accordance with the terms of this ProteceFand it is determined that

At ethvee.

the Cassels Aircraft, or any one of them, is not subje&”i?ﬁ”%”ﬁzina[ Seizure Order, but
other Aircraft are subject to a Final Seizure Order,s,each Lessor (of (@ther than the Lessors
of the Cassels Aircraft not subject to a Final Selzm'e Order or any Noﬂ,Paylng Lessor)

shall contribute its pro rata share (based onzthe the ‘Percentage A[Iocat[on“Per,hAlrcraft to

w-w mw&iﬂw
M‘ﬁ“aﬁ.

the Security as provided in Schedule “D” he&g) @mthe applicable Lessors of the

Cassels Aircraft in order to reimbutse them for thmount of the Security posted by

them for the Cassels Aircraft not suEf'féMgtﬁt;Einal Seizure:Order.

18. To the extent the S‘,&emcnuﬂrlty or any«part theLeof“stpaid by the Receiver to an Airport

Authority, the appllcabf"“Lessocsxshall recelve an ass:gnment of or be fully subrogated
to all such clalms-of such Awert Auths”nty agalnst Skyserwce and such Alrport

mmmmmmmm

the extentthat:such watver;,m«‘compromls”é"%“‘o””r:“s"’éttlement would prejudice the subrogation

v,

rlghts,orsas&gnment:frights of;;any Lessor under this paragraph 18. Any funds received

by anyMAlrport Authonty on account of claims against Skyservice secured by the
Securlty aﬁsr such Alrport*Authorlty has received payment of any portion of the Security
pursuant to pg@graph 'I%::g%thls Protocal shall be held by the recipient Airport Authority

in trust for the ﬁmfaﬁfiﬁablﬁél?essors and forthwith paid to such Lessors.

b
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D. Effectiveness and Modification
19.  This Protocol shall become effective only upon its approval by the Court.

20. This Protocol may not be supplemented, modified, terminated or replaced in any

manner except by an order of the Court. Notice of any proceeding io supplement,
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modify, terminate or replace this Protocol shall be given to all parties on the service list
for the proceedings in this matter, at least three days' prior to the return date for such

motion.




Schedule “A”

Registration Marks of

Location of Aircraft

Aircraft Serial No.

Aircraft

C-FLOX Winnipeg 26158
C-FLEU Toronto 29941
C-FOBH Winnipeg 29944
C-GTDG Toronto F 1571
C-GTBB Toronto 32447
C-GTSJ Toronto 24772
C-FRAA Toronto 1411
C-GTDH Toronto _ 1605
C-GMYH Torontos&5" 2225053
C-GTDP Toronte= 1780




Schedule “B”

LESSORS
Lessor Registration Marks Location of Aircraft Serial
of Aircraft in Aircraft No.
Canada

Thomson Airways Limited C-FLOX Winnipeg 26158
Thomson Airways Limited C-FLEU Toronio= 29941
Thomson Airways Limited C-FOBH Winnipeg 29944
Thomson Airways Limited C-GTDG ETOTORto. 1571
Celestial Aviation Trading C-GTBB 32447
23 Limited
IAl'V, Inc. C-GTSJ == Toronto == 24772
MCAP Europe Limited C-FRAAZE Toronto R 1411
ORIX Aviation Systems C-GTDH : 71605
Limited
C.1.T. Leasing Corporation LEEGM = 25053
International Lease =GFDR:, “EEToronto 1780
Finance Company = % e



Schedule “C”

AIRPORT AUTHORITIES AND SECURITY AMOUNTS
Airport Authorities

Security Amounts
NAV Canada

$1,210,617.94

($1,100,561.76 x10%)
Greater Toronto Airports Authority

Ottawa Macdonald-Cartier International ::(&$_2£?;05 32 VR
Airport Authority 752 53,9130 g;: 110%) T
Winnipeg Airports Authority, Inc. %&% $5901Tf?85

%% ($53@491 Eﬁf@ 10%)
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IN THE MATTER OF THE RECEIVERSHIP OF SKYSERVICE AIRLINES INC. of the City of Toronto, in the Province of
Ontario
AND IN THE MATTER OF AN APPLICATION pursuant to Section 9 of the Airport Transfer (Miscellaneous Matters} Aet, S.C.
1992, c¢.5 (Application by the Greater Toronte Airports Authority)
AND IN THE MATTER OF AN APPLICATION pursuant to Section 9 of the Airport Transfer (Miscellaneous Matters} Act, 3.C.
1992, ¢.5 (Application by the Ottawa Macdonald-Cartier International Airports Authority)
AND IN THE MATTER OF AN APPLICATION pursuant to Section 56 of the Civil Air Navigation Services Commercialization
Aet, 8.C. 1996, Chapter 20, as amended (Application by NAV Canada)

Court File No. CV-10-8647-00CL
Court File No. CV-10-8651-00CL
Court File No. CV-10-8657-00CL
Court File No. CV-10-8658-00CL

ONTARIO
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE

Proceeding commenced at Toronto

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE

Cassels Brock & Blackwell LLP
2100 Scotia Plaza

40 King Street West

Toronto, Ontario M5H 3C2
Donald G. Gray LSUC#: 24063K
Tel: 416-869-5998

Fax: 416-350-6942

Deborah S. Grieve LSUCH#: 26202G
Tel: 416-86(-5219

Fax: 416-350-6923

Auriol Marasco LSUCH#: 571968
Tel: (416) 869-5767

Fax: (416) 259-7962

Solicitors for AerCo Limited/AerCap Ireland Limited, Thomson
Airways Limited, GE Commercial Aviation Services, Limited,
Celestial Aviation Trading 23 Limited, Jetscape, Inc., IAI V, Inc.,
Mitsubishi Corporation, MCAP Europe Limited and ORIX
Aviation Systems Limited



